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Rules and Regulations 


Me 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Chapter V— Department of the Army 
SUBCHAPTER E— ORGANIZED RESERVES 

pART 564— NATIONAL GUARD 
REGULATIONS 

Period of Enlistment and Grades 

Section 564.15 is revised to read as 
[follows: 

[§564.15 Period of enlistment and 

grades. 

(a) Period of enlistment. Periods of 
enlistment in the Army National Guard 
are prescribed below: 

(1) Without prior military service. A 
person without prior service will be en¬ 
listed for 6 years. 

(2) Prior service. A person with prior 
service may be enlisted for 2, 3, or 6 
years, except that a person who has a 
service obligation acquired through a 
previous enlistment, or by induction, will 
be required to enlist for a period suffi¬ 
cient to cover the remainder of his ex¬ 
isting service obligations but not less 
than 1 year. 

(b) Period of reenlistment . Reenlist¬ 
ments will be accomplished only when 
an individual has had a break in Army 
National Guard service, when discharged 
from the Army National Guard of an¬ 
other State without a break in service, or 
when a member of the Air National 
Guard is reenlisted in the Army National 
Guard. These reenlistments may be for 
a period of 1, 3 or 6 years, except that 
person who has a service obligation ac¬ 
quired through a previous enlistment, or 
by induction, will be required to reenlist 
for a period sufficient to cover the re¬ 
mainder of his existing service obligation 
but not less than 1 year. 

(c) Grades. (!) Applicants without 
prior service will be enlisted in grade of 
private E-l. 

(2) Persons with prior service, of the 
type and in the amount prescribed be¬ 
low, may be enlisted or reenlisted in a 
higher grade, provided TOE vacancy ex¬ 
ists, as follows: 

(i) Persons who have 4 months or 
more creditable service for pay purposes 
and who do not meet the requirements 
for enlistment or reenlistment in a 
fngher grade, may be enlisted in grade of 
private E-2. 

(ii) Persons may be enlisted in grade 
oncommissioned officer, specialist, or 

E ate ^t class) equivalent to the grade 

HniL!? Regular Army, Army of the 
SW States, United States Air Force, 
united States Marine Corps, including a 
reseiye component thereof, at the time of 
release or discharge. 

Arml m ^ Sons may be reenlisted in the 
coZw tl0n ?l Guard in a erade (non- 
commissioned officer, specialist, or pri- 


vate 1st class) equivalent to the grade 
held at time of last discharge. 

[C 3, NGR 25-1, Oct. 15, 19621 (Sec. 110, 70A 
Stat. 600; 32 U.S.C. 110) 

J. C. Lambert, 

Major General, U.S. Army, 

The Adjutant General. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12140; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


This amendment shall become effective 
0001, e.s.t., December 17,1962. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 4, 1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12144; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE [ NEW 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-SO-69] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FED¬ 
ERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 
[ NEW ] 

Alteration of Control Zone 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 [New] of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is to alter the description of 
the Crestview, Fla., control zone. Part 
71 [New] was published in the Federal 
Register on October 24, 1962 as a part of 
the Agency’s recodification program. 
This new part contains the regulatory 
material presently found in Parts 600 and 
601 of the regulations of the Admin¬ 
istrator and becomes effective on De¬ 
cember 12, 1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2, 
November 10,1962). 

The Federal Aviation Agency will con¬ 
vert the Crestview radio range to a radio 
beacon on or about December 17, 1962. 
The action taken herein reflects the con¬ 
version of this facility. Controlled air¬ 
space requirements for this area will be 
reviewed at a later date under the CAR 
Amendments 60-21/60-29 implementa¬ 
tion program. 

Since the change effected by this 
amendment is editorial in nature, notice 
and public procedure hereon are unnec¬ 
essary and it may be made effective De¬ 
cember 17,1962. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582), 
the following action is taken: 

In § 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, November 
10, 1962), the Crestview, Fla., control 
zone is amended to read: 

Crestview, Fla. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Crestview Air¬ 
port (latitude 30°47'30" N., longitude 86°33'- 
50" W.); within 2 miles either side of the 
088° bearing from the Crestview RBN ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 10 
miles E of the RBN and within 2 miles either 
side of the Crestview VOR 110° and 290° 
radials extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 10 miles W of the VOR. 


[Airspace Docket No. 62-SW-35] 

part 71—DESIGNATION OF FED¬ 
ERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 
[ NEW ] 

Alteration of Control Zones 

On September 22, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 9459) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to alter the Lake Charles, La., 
Municipal Airport and Chennault AFB 
control zones. 

No adverse comments were received re¬ 
garding the proposed amendments. 

Subsequent to the issuance of the no¬ 
tice, Parts 600 and 601 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator have been con¬ 
solidated and recodified into a new Part 
71 [New] of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations which will become effective De¬ 
cember 12, 1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2, 
November 10, 1962). The airspace ac¬ 
tions taken herein reflect the new format 
and numbering system adopted for these 
parts. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the i^ules herein adopted, and due 
consideration has been given to all rele¬ 
vant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
the following actions are taken: 

1. In § 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, Novem¬ 
ber 10,1962), the Lake Charles, La., con¬ 
trol zone is amended to read: 

Lake Charles, La. (Chennault AFB) 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Chennault 
AFB (latitude 30° 12'40" N., longitude 93°- 
08'35" W.); within 2 miles either side of the 
Chennault AFB ILS localizer NW course ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
OM; within 2 miles either side of the Chen¬ 
nault AFB TACAN 338° radial extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 7 miles NW 
of the TACAN; and within 2 miles either 
side of the Lake Charles VOR 334° radial 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
VOR, excluding the portion within the Lake 
Charles Municipal Airport control zone. 

2. Section 71.171 (27 FJl. 220-91, No¬ 
vember 10, 1962) is amended by adding 
the following: 
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Lake Charles, La. (Lake Charles Municipal 
Airport) 

Within a 5-mile radius of Lake Charles 
Municipal Airport (latitude 30°07'30" N., 
longitude 93°13'20" W.); within 2 miles 
either side of the Lake Charles VOR 259° 
radial extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to 1 mile W of the VOR; within 2 miles either 
side of the Lake Charles ILS localizer NW 
course extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to the OM; and within 2 miles either 
side of the Lake Charles ILS localizer SE 
course extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to 6 miles SE of the localizer. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001, e.s.t., February 7, 1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 3, 1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12145; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8 :45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 62-WE-129] 

PART 71—designation of fed¬ 
eral AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 

[ NEW 1 

Alteration of Control Zone 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 [New] of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is to alter the time of desig¬ 
nation of the Torrance, Calif., control 
zone. Part 71 [New] was published in 
the Federal Register on October 24,1962 
as a part of the Agency’s recodification 
program. This new part contains the 
regulatory material presently found in 
Parts 600 and 601 of the regulations of 
the Administrator and becomes effective 
on December 12,1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220- 
2, November 10,1962). 

The Torrance control zone is presently 
designated on a full time basis. How¬ 
ever, the weather reporting service, pro¬ 
vided by the Torrance Airport control 
tower, is available only from 0600 to 2200 
hours, local time daily. Therefore, ac¬ 
tion is taken herein to redesignate the 
Torrance control zone with effective 
hours coincident with those within which 
the weather reporting service is provided. 
Controlled airspace requirements in the 
Torrance area will be reviewed at a later 
date under the CAR Amendment 60- 
21/60-29 implementation program. 

Since the change effected by this 
amendment is less restrictive in nature 
than the present requirements, and im¬ 
poses no additional burden on any per¬ 
son, notice and public procedure hereon 
are unnecessary and it may be made ef¬ 
fective December 13,1962. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
the following action is taken: 

Section 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) the Torrance, Calif., con¬ 
trol zone is amended to read: 

Torrance, Calif. 

Within a 3-mile radius of Torrance Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport (latitude 33°48'10" N., longi¬ 
tude 118°20'20" W.), from 0600 to 2200 hours, 
local time, daily. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001, e.s.t., December 13, 1962. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 4,1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12146; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 62-WA-95] 

PART 71—designation of fed¬ 
eral AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 

[ NEW 1 

Alteration and Designation of Federal 

Airways; Alteration of Control Area 

Extension 

On November 10, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 11022) stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Agency 
(FAA) proposed to alter the low altitude 
and intermediate altitude airway struc¬ 
tures in the vicinity of Williams Air 
Force Base, Ariz., alter the Phoenix, 
Ariz., control area extension and to de¬ 
pict on all appropriate aeronautical 
charts the “Intensive Student Jet Train¬ 
ing Areas’’ described below. These ac¬ 
tions will meet the Department of the 
Air Force airspace requirements for un¬ 
dergraduate pilot training activities at 
Williams AFB and will have the least 
impact on other segments of aviation. 
Parts 600 and 601 of the regulations of 
the Administrator have been consoli¬ 
dated and recodified into a new Part 71 
[New] of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions which will become effective De¬ 
cember 12, 1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2). 
The airspace actions taken herein reflect 
the new format and numbering system 
adopted for these parts. 

I. Name. Williams One Intensive Stu¬ 
dent Jet Training Area. 

Boundary. Beginning at latitude 33°19'- 
40" N., longitude 111°44'40" W.; thence to 
latitude 33°22'00" N., longitude 111°33'00" 
W.; thence to latitude 33°27'30" N., longi¬ 
tude 111°28'00" W.; thence to latitude 33°- 
22W' N., longitude lll o 13'00" W.; thence 
to latitude 33°15'00" N., longitude 111°11'- 
00" W.; thence to latitude 33°05'00" N., 
longitude 111°06'00" W.; thence to latitude 
32°50'00" N., longitude 111°07'00" W.; 

thence to latitude 32° 53'00" N.; longitude 
111°32'00" W.; thence to latitude 32°55'30" 
N., longitude 111°35'00" W.; to the point of 
beginning. 

Time of use. Sunrise to sunset, Monday 
through Friday, at other times as published 
by NOT AM 24 hours in advance. 

Altitudes. 10,000 feet MSL to Flight Level 
240 inclusive. 

II. Name. Williams Two Intensive Stu¬ 
dent Jet Training Area. 

Boundary. Beginning at latitude 33°27'- 
30" N., longitude 111°28'00" W.; thence to 
latitude 33°52 , 00" N., longitude 110°18'40" 
W.; clockwise along the arc of a 75 nautical 
mile radius circle centered at latitude 33 °- 
18'35" N., longitude 111°39'20" W.; thence 
to latitude 32°40'00" N., longitude 110°22 , 40" 
W.; thence to latitude 32°50'00" N., longitude 
111°07'00" W.; thence to latitude 33°05'00" 
N., longitude 111°06'00" W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 33°15'00" N., longitude 111°11'00" W.; 


thence to latitude 33°22'00" N., longitude 
111°13'00" W.; to the point of beginning. 

Time of use. Sunrise to sunset, Monday 
through Friday, at other times as published 
by NOT AM 24 hours in advance. 

Altitudes. 14,000 feet MSL to Flight Level 
240 inclusive. 

III. Name. Williams Three Intensive Stu- 
dent Jet Training Area. 

Boundary. Beginning at latitude 32°42'. 
00" N., longitude 111°30'00" W.; thence to 
latitude 33°49'30" N., longitude lil°45'45" 
W.; thence to latitude 34°03 , 00" N., longi¬ 
tude 1-11°44'30" W.; thence to latitude 34°. 
29'30" N., longitude lll o 14'00" W.; thence 
to latitude 34°29'00" N., longitude 111°07' 
30" W.; clockwise along the arc of a 75 
nautical mile radius circle centered at lati¬ 
tude 33°18'35" N., longitude 111°39'20" W.; 
thence to latitude 34°08'00" N„ longitude 
110°31'00" W.; thence to latitude 34°00'00" 
N., longitude 110°46'00" W.; to the point of 
beginning. 

Time of use. Sunrise to sunset, Monday 
through Friday, at other times as published 
by NOT AM 24 hours in advance. 

Altitudes. 14,000 feet MSL to Flight Level 
240 inclusive. 

IV. Name. Williams Four Intensive Stu¬ 
dent Jet Training Area. 

Boundary. Beginning at latitude 33° 49'- 
30" N., longitude 111°45 , 45" W.; thence to 
latitude 33°56'00" N., longitude 112°00'00" 
W.; thence to latitude 34°27'30" N., longitude 
112°15'00" W.; clockwise along the arc of a 
75 nautical mile radius circle centered at 
latitude 33°18'35" N., longitude 111°39'20" 
W.; thence to latitude 34°32'45" N., longi¬ 
tude 111°55'00" W.; thence to latitude 
34°29'30" N., longitude 111°14'00" W.; thence 
to latitude 34°03'00" N., longitude lir44'- 
30" W.; to the point of beginning. 

Time of use. Sunrise to sunset, Monday 
through Friday, at other times as published 
by NOTAM 24 hours in advance. 

Altitudes. 19,000 feet MSL to Flight Level 
240 inclusive. 

V. Name. Williams Five Intensive Stu¬ 
dent Jet Training Area. 

Boundary. Beginning at latitude 33°20'- 
15" N., longitude 111°41'30" W.; thence to | 
latitude 33°22'00" N., longitude 111°33'00" 
W.; thence to latitude 33°27'30" N., longitude I 
111°28'00" W.; thence to latitude 34°01'25" ' 
N., longitude 109°50'45" W.; clockwise along 
the arc of a 100 nautical mile radius circle 
centered at latitude 33°18'35" N., longitude 
111°39'20" W.; thence to latitude 32°30'00" 
N., longitude 109°55'30" W.; thence to lati- 
tude 32°56'00" N., longitude 111°21'00" 
to the point of beginning. 

Time of use. Sunrise to sunset, Monday 
through Friday, at other times as published 
by NOTAM 24 hours in advance. 

Altitudes. Flight Levels 240 to 450 inclu¬ 
sive. 

VI. Name. Williams Six Intensive Stu¬ 
dent Jet Training Area. . 

Boundary. Beginning at latitude 33 42 - 
00" N., longitude 111°30'00" W.; 
latitude 33°56'00" N., longitude l 12o000 M 
W.; thence to latitude 34°27'30" N., lon ^3 
112°15'00" W.; thence to latitude 34°39 W 
N., longitude 112°00'00'^W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 34°42'00" N., longitude 111°30'00 w, 
thence to latitude 34°42'00" N., longitude 
110°32'15" W.; clockwise along the arc oi 
100 nautical mile radius circle centered * I 
latitude 33°18'35" N., longitude 1H° 39 ^ 
W.; thence to latitude 34 ° 20 ' 30 " N., long- 
tude 110°04'40" W.; thence to latitude o* i 
OO'OO" N., longitude 110°.46'00" W.; to tne | 
point of beginning. , y , 

Time of use. Sunrise to sunset, M 71 
through Friday, at other times as pub I 
by NOTAM 24 hours in advance. I 

Altitudes. Flight Levels 240 to 450 | 

elusive. 

No comments were received regarding | 
the proposed amendments. 
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Saturday, December 8, 1962 

Subsequent to publication of the no- 
I fi>p it has been determined that the 
Prescott, Ariz., VORTAC 135° radial 
I should be used in lieu of the 134° radial 
I to more accurately describe VOR Federal 
I airway No. 1627. Such action is taken 
I herein. In addition, it has been de- 
I termined that adjustments should be 
made to the widths proposed for Victors 
95 and 95 west alternate between 
I Phoenix and Winslow. Action is taken 
herein to designate extra widths for these 
I airway segments only to the extent 
necessary to provide protection for air¬ 
craft when operating more than 45 nau¬ 
tical miles from either the Phoenix or 
I Winslow VORTACs. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
the following actions are taken: 

1. Section 71.123 (27 FJt. 220-6, No¬ 
vember 10, 1962) is amended as follows: 
In V-95 “Phoenix; INT of Phoenix 004° 
and Winslow, Ariz., 224° radials; Win¬ 
slow;” is deleted and “Phoenix; Winslow, 
Ariz. (13 miles wide from INT Phoenix 
029° and Prescott, Ariz., 135° radials to 
45 nmi from Winslow), including a W 
alternate via INT Phoenix 004° and 
Winslow 224° radials, (14 miles wide 
from INT Phoenix 004° and Winslow 224° 
radials to 45 nmi from Winslow);” is 
substituted therefor. 

2. Section 71.143 (27 F.R. 220-38, No¬ 
vember 10, 1962) is amended as follows: 

a. In V-1536 “INT Phoenix 066°, Casa 
Grande, Ariz., 031° radials;” is deleted 
and “INT Phoenix 066°, Casa Grande, 
Ariz., 031° radials; 14 miles wide INT 
Phoenix 066°, Casa Grande 042° radials;” 
is substituted therefor. 

b. In V-1540 “12 miles wide San 
Simon, Ariz.; thence” is deleted and “13 
miles wide (5 miles N, 8 miles S center- 
line) INT Casa Grande 105°, Tucson, 
Ariz., 344° radials; thence San Simon, 
Ariz.;” is substituted therefor. 

c. In V-1627 “Winslow, Ariz.;” is de¬ 
leted and “INT Phoenix, Ariz., 204°, Gila 
Bend, Ariz., 096° radials; 10 miles wide 
Phoenix; INT Phoenix 029°, Prescott, 
Ariz., 135° radials; thence Winslow, 
Ariz.;” is substituted therefor. 

d. In V-1545 “10 miles wide INT Tuc¬ 
son 299°, Casa Grande, Ariz., 158° ra¬ 
dials; Casa Grande; Phoenix, Ariz.;” is 
deleted and “12 miles wide INT Tucson 
316°, Phoenix, Ariz., 161° radials; 10 
miles wide Phoenix;” is substituted 
therefor. 

e. V-1779 is added as follows: 

^ oen ix, Ariz.; 10 miles wide 
INT Phoenix 004°, Winslow, Ariz., 224° 
radials; thence INT Winslow 224°, Pres- 
cott Ariz., 118° radials; 14 miles wide 


3. Section 71.165 (27 F.R. 220-59, No 
ember 10, 1962) is amended as follows 

^ he , deSCription of the Phoenix, Ariz 
contro 1 area extension “V-95” is deletei 

appears and “V-95 W” i 

substituted therefor. 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


These actions shall become effective 
0001, e.s.t., January 10, 1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 3, 1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 


{P.R. Doc. 62-12147; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER C—AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 1429; Arndt. 517] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Douglas C54-DC Series and DC-4 
Aircraft 

A proposal to amend Part 507 of the 
regulations of the Administrator to in¬ 
clude an airworthiness directive requir¬ 
ing revised engine-propeller operating 
limitations as a result of resurveys of 
propeller vibration which have shown 
higher blade stresses than those orig¬ 
inally found on Douglas C54-DC Series 
and DC-4 aircraft, was published in 27 
F.R. 10168. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Douglas. Applies to all C54-DC Series and 
DC-4 aircraft equipped with Pratt & 
Whitney Aircraft Twin Wasp Series and 
R—2000 Series engines and Hamilton 
Standard 23E50/6507-0 propellers. 

Compliance required within the next 200 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD. 

Recent resurveys of 23E50/6507-0 propeller 
blade vibration stresses have shown that 
vibration stresses in excess of allowable 
limits for continuous safe operation occur 
over a wider range of engine operating speeds 
than was determined by previous surveys. 
To prevent possible blade failures due to 
exceeding allowable stress limits within this 
speed range, the following is required: 

(a) Remove the existing placard covering 
the 1600 to 1700 r.p.m. range and install a 
new placard in full view of the pilot to read: 

During flight, avoid operation between 
1,550 and 1,750 r.p.m. During ground run¬ 
ning, avoid operation between 1,550 and 1,800 
r.p.m. when the blades are off the low pitch 
stops. 

(b) Mark the tachometers with a red arc 
over the 1,550 to 1,750 r.p.m. range. 

(c) Revise the operating limitations sec¬ 
tion of the FAA approved Airplane Flight 
Manual to incorporate the limitations in (a) 
and (b). 

Note: The other restricted operating speed 
range between 2,310 and 2,510 r.p.m. required 
by AD 56-20-5 still remains in effect. For 
the purpose of this directive, a single placard 
reading: “During flight, avoid operation be¬ 
tween 1,550 and 1,750 r.p.m. and between 
2,310 and 2,510 r.p.m.”, in the first sentence, 
may be installed if desired. Similar wording 
may be used for the FAA approved Airplane 
Flight Manual. 


This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive January 8, 1963. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 30, 1962. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12142; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Reg. Docket No. 1509; Arndt. 516] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Piper PA-28-150 and PA-28-160 
Aircraft 

There have been cracks found in the 
exhaust system on Piper-28-150 and 
PA-28-160 airplanes. Such failures can 
cause hazardous carbon monoxide con¬ 
tamination in the airplane cockpit. As 
this condition is likely to occur in other 
airplanes of the same type design, an 
airworthiness directive is being issued to 
require modification or replacement of 
the muffler shroud. 

As a situation exists which demands 
immediate action in the interest of 
safety, it is found that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making the amend¬ 
ment effective in less than 30 days after 
date of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 
Piper. Applies to all Models PA-28-150 and 
PA-28-160 airplanes with Serial Num¬ 
bers 28-03, 28-1 through 28-671, 28-678, 
28-679, 28-681, 28-685, 28-690, 28-691, 
28-693, 82-697, 28-706, and 28-707, except 
those with exhaust assembly P/N 63726 
installed. 

Compliance required within the next 10 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, and each 50 hours’ time in service 
thereafter. 

There have been cracks found in the ex¬ 
haust system on Piper PA-28-150 and PA-28- 
160 airplanes. As this condition is likely to 
occur in other airplanes of the same type 
design, accomplish the following: 

(a) Remove carburetor heat muff shroud 
and conduct a close visual inspection of the 
complete exhaust system piping for cracks in 
all welded joints and tubing bends. Pay 
particular attention to the area near the 
junction of the cylinder stacks and main 
exhaust manifold. 

(b) If cracks are found, repair by gas weld¬ 
ing. (The exhaust pipe is AISI 321 or 347 
corrosion resistant steel.) 

(Piper Service Letter 389 covers this same 
subject.) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive December 14, 1962. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 30,1962. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12143; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 
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SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 1486; Amdt. 299] 

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments to standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are being adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The revised procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classi¬ 
fication now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the revised procedures specify the 
complete procedure and indicate the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice, procedure and effective date provisions of section 4 of the Administrative Procedure Act would be contrary 
to the public interest and is therefore not required. _ _ . 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 609 is amended as follows: 

1. The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100(a) are amended to read in part: 

LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. ... .. , „ . . * 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be m accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





T-dn*. 

C-dn-26.32#_ 

C-d-8. 

C-n-8. 

S-dn-14. 

A-dn..... 

300-1 

400-1 

800-2 

NA 

400-1 

1000-2 

300-1 
500-1 
800-2 
NA ’ 
400-1 
1000-2 

200-M 

500-1J4 

800-2 

NA 

400-1 

1000-2 


Shuttle to: 3000' on North crs, left turns, 321° Outbnd, 141° Inbnd, within 20 miles. 

Procedure turn East side of North crs, 321° Outbnd, 141° Inbnd, 1700' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final^approach crs, 700'. 

Hvisual contact not'estabUshe^u^^descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.7 miles after passing CO-LFR, turn left, climb to 
3000' on N crs Cold Bay LFR within 20 miles. 

* Runway 26, right turn out; runways 8 and 14, left turn out. lft . _ m , 

^Circling to Runways 26 and 32 will be accomplished East of the airport. Mount Simeon 1100' msl 2.4 miles West of airport. 

City Cold Bay; State, Alaska; Airport Name, Cold Bay; Elev., 94'; Fac. Class., SBRAZ; Ident., CO; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig. 
’ Dated, 16 May 59 


Pulaski VOR 

Pulaski LFR _ 

Direct... 

4400 

T-d. 

*500-1 

*500-1 

*500-1 

X UlUonl V V XV.-- 




C-d. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 





S-d__ 

NA 

NA 

NA 





A-d.. 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Procedure turn South side of crs, 248° Outbnd, 068° Inbnd, 4400' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final ^approach crs, 3900'. 

?f F vSual^ontact not estabUshed°upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.2 miles after passing Pulaski LFR, make a right 
climbing turn to PK-LFR at 4400'. Hold SW on PK-LFR, 248° Outbnd, 068° Inbnd. 1-minute right turns. .. . . an nr . a 

♦Caution: Mountainous terrain 1500' higher than airport elevation South, West and North at 5 to 8 miles. Higher terrain at greater distances. Climb to 8000 m an area 
bounded by bearing of 050° through 110° from LFR within 15 miles. 

City Dublin; State, Va.; Airport Name, New River Valley; Elev., 2105'; Fac. Class., SBMRAZ; Ident., PK; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62 


PBI VOR. 


PT LFR _ 

Direct. 

1500 

T-dn_. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn_. 

400-1 

500-1 




A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-tf 

500-ltf 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side W crs, 270° Outbnd, 090° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final^approach crs, 700'. 

If*visualContact ’not cstabhs^ed 0 upon°descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.9 miles after passing LFR, climb to 1500 on E 
crs within 20 miles. 

Other change: Deletes straight-in minima. 

City. West Palm Beach; State, Fla.; Airport Name, Palm Beach International; Elev., 19'; Fac. Class., SBRA; Ident., PI; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 
’ 62; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 3 Sept. 60 
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2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 609.100(b) are amended to read in part: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

^ 111 f66t MSI " Cemn8S ^ 111 ^ 8bOV0 eleTOtl0n ' Di “ «• «» 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for on route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Holston Mt VOR-- 

Int BFO R-200 and 306° brg to LOM. 

Direct 

6000 

4100 

4100 

4100 

5000 

4100 

6000 

4100 

T-dn 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

800-2 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

800-2 

#200-K 

800-1H 

800-1 

800-2 

Int BFO R-200 and 306° brg to LOM. 

Telford Int____—....... 

LOM (MHW). 

LOM (MHW)... 

Direct_ 

Direct 

c^n%:::“:::: 

fl-dn -9.9PZ. 

Yuma Int_ ............ .... 

LOM (MHW). 

Direct 

UU AlA /().• 

A—dn 

Hilton Int___......_............. 

LOM (MHW). 

Direct 


Grwndaie Int* __ ______ 

LOM (MHW) (Final) 

Direct 

Damascus Int_____—— 

Int HMV R-007 and 270° brg to LOM. 

Int HMV R-007 and 270° brg to LOM. 
LOM fMHWl 

Direct.. 

Direct. .. 


Procedure turn East side of crs, 044° Outbnd, 224° Inbnd, 4100' within 10 miles. Nonstandard due to terrain NW. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 3600'.** 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 224°—5.9 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.9 miles after passing LOM. climb to 4000' on crs 
224° from LOM within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, turn right, climb to 4000 7 on HMV R-291 to Y uma Int. 

Caution: Abrupt changes in terrain elevation immediately adjacent to procedure areas. Due high terrain, aircraft with limited climb capability operating on routes via 
HMV VOR should request clearance to climb on a track of 044° from Boone RBn or 224° from LOM to 4000' msl before continuing climb on course 
Note: Final approach from holding pattern at LOM not authorized. Procedure turn required. 

#Runways 4 and 22 only. 

♦Greendale Int: Int BFO R-187 and 224° brag to LOM (MHW). 

%No reduction of any landing ceiling or visibility minimum is authorized. 

"Descent from 4100' authorized in holding pattern at LOM (HW). Descent from 4100' also authorized on final after passing HMV-VOR R-332. 

City, Bristol; State, Term.; Airport Name, Tri-City Municipal; Elev., 1519'; Fac. Class., LOM (HW); Ident., TR; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 4; Efif. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt 

No. 3; Dated, 10 Nov. 62 


I Bryceville Int_ __ : _, 

LOM. 

Direct 

1600 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 

1500 

TWin 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

I JAXLFR... 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

C-dn 

1 JAXVOR. 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

S-dn-5. 

I Blue Jacket Int___... 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

A-dn 

I Sunbeam Int... 

LOM. 

Direct 


I Callahan Int.__ _ 

LOM. 

Direct 





200-H 

600 -lH 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn N* side of course, 225° Outbnd, 045° Inbnd, 1200' within 10 mi. Not authorized unless approved by ATC. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1200'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 045°—4.0 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.0 miles after passing LOM, climb to 1500' on crs 
of 045° within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, climb to 1500' on R-089JAX-VOR within 20 mi. 

♦Procedure turn N side due to traffic at Jacksonville NAS. 

City, Jacksonville; State, Fla.; Airport Name, Imeson; Elev., 52'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., JA; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 16; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 15; Dated. 

20 Oct. 62 ’ 


Oakville Int.... 
Bruins RBn.... 

Waverly Int*_ 

CubaInt. 

Miller Int. 

Memphis VOR. 


LOM. 

LOM. 

LOM (Final) 

LOM. 

LOM. 

LOM. 


Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 


1800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

1800 

C-dn. 

500-1 

500-1 

1700 

S-dn-9. 

400-1 

400-1 

2000 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

1800 




1800 





200-H 

60O-1H 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn S side W crs, 267° Outbnd, 087° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 087°—4.3 mi. 

mi «r! n 9f established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.3 miles after passing ME LOM, climb to 1800' 

on crs 087 within 15 miles or, when directed by ATO, turn right, climb to lSOO 7 on R-135 MEM-VOR within 15 miles. 

Ara Carrier Note: %Takeoff with less than 200-M NA on Runway 14-32. 

Waverly Int: Int 210° brag to Bruins RBn and 087° brag to LOM. 

City, Memphis; State, Tenn.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 291'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., ME; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 7; E£E. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 6; 

Dated, 21 Apr. 62 


mia-vor. 

LOM. 

Direct 

1500 

1500 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

300-1 

500-1 

200 -y 2 
50O-1H 

B8Y-VOR. 

MIA RBn ..■"’**"":- 

LOM. 

Direct—. 

O-dn_ 

Krome Int 

LOM____ 

LOM (Final! 

Direct___ 

Direct—... 

1500 

1300 

S-dn-9 L & R_ 

A-dn 

400-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 

------ 





t f 0ring i.9 11 111 accordance with approved patterns. 

SK5SE iVS North side of crs, 266° Outbnd, 086° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1300'. 

If fa - cili ty to Runway 9L, 086°—4.5 mi; Runway 9R, 098°-4.6 mi. 

of 086° within^ t rSl5. 0t 68181)118116(1 upon to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.5 miles after passing LOM, climb to 1500' on crs 

City, Miami; State, Fla.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 9'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., MF; Procedure No. 3, Arndt. 3; EfL Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 2; 

Dated, 20 Oct. 62 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 

Ceilinj 

1 and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
66 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

ATTd-VOTl 

AVI RBn . 

Direct. 

1700 

T-dn. 

300-1 

600-1 

NA 

300-1 

600-1 

NA 





C-dn. 

A-dn*..._. 


Procedure turn East side of crs, 228° Outbnd, 048° Inbnd, 1700' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1100'. 

{^visualcontacf’no^cstabhshed^upo^descentTo^authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, make left climbing turn to 1700', return to 

AVI NoTEs: h l 01 ^Fadlit^miSt’be’’monito^aiiranTdiuing use. 2. A/C will maintain cummunications with BOS CTR/AUG FSS until landing is assured. 

•No weather available. 

City, Waterville; State, Maine; Airport Name, Robert LaFleur; Elev., 332'; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., AVI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62 


INW VOR_. 


INW RBn. 

Direct_ 

7000 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


300-1 

600-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn W side of crs. 340° Outbnd, 160° Inbnd, 7000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final^approach crs, 6600'. 

^visual contact ’no^istab^slJc d^porfdescent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.3 miles of INW-RBn, climb to 7000' on 078° brag 
from INW-RBn within 20 miles. 

City Winslow State, Ariz.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 4937'; Fac. Class., SABH; Ident., INW; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No.2; 
* Dated, 17 Nov. 62 

3. The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.100(c) are amended to read in part: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. ...... . . , . 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the A dm i n istrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 





T-dn.. 

C-d. 

C-n.. 

A-dn. 

300-1 

800-1 

800-2 

800-2 

300-1 

800-1 

800-2 

800-2 

200-H 
800-1)4 
800-2 
800-2 


Procedure turn S side of crs. 282° Outbnd, 102° Inbnd, 3500 / within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 3000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 102°—9.6 mi. _ . ., _ , ^ _ .. . 1T)T .. K ^ .. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 9.6 miles after passing ABI-VOR, climb to Jow on 

R1 Ca^twn; 2 T^era—2032' msl 2.6 miles WNW; 2116' msl 6.2 miles NW; 2007' msl 6.8 miles NW;2685' msl 8.2 miles SSE; 2778' msl 7.9 miles 8SW, 2264' msl 6.8 miles SE. 

City, Abilene; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 1778'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., ABI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 1; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig. 

Dated, 11 Nov. 61 





T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-d. 

600-1 

600-1^ 




C-n. 

600-2 

600-2 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-V* 

600-1H 

600-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn East side of crs, 228° Outbnd, 048° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1600'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 048°—4.9 mi. ,, „ ' .. . vap mato a flimbinl 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.9 miles after passing FDY-VOK, maxe a unm;. 
left turn, proceed to Findlay VOR at 2000', hold SW on R-220 in a 1-minute right hand pattern. 

Caution: Radio tower 1080' msl 1.6 miles ESE of airport. Radio tower 1150' msl 6 miles N of airport. 

City, Findlay; State, Ohio; Airport Name, Findlay; Elev., 800'; Fac. Class.. BVOR-DME; Ident., FDY; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Amdt. No. 

Orig.; Dated, 9 July 60 __ 

200-H 

600-1)4 
400-1 
800-2 





T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 




S-dn-27. 

400-1 

400-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn North side of crs, 107° Outbnd, 287° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1000 . 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 287°—3.0 mi. vop Himb to 1800' 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.0 miles after passmg MEM v ujv, 
on R-287 within 15 miles or, when directed by ATC, turn left and climb to 1800' on R-220 within 15 miles. 

•Air Carrier Note: Takeoff at less than 200-H NA on Runway 14-32. 

City, Memphis; State, Tenn.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 291'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., MEM; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 11; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 6*, Sui 

No. 10; Dated, 21 Apr. 62 
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Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

-- 












T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 






C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 






A-dn. 

NA 

NA 



Procedure turn W side of crs, 326° Outbnd, 146° Inbnd, 1200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport. 146°—2.6 mi. 

, If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.6 miles after passing PCU-VOR, make right turn, 
I oiimhinv to 1200' returning direct to PCU-VOR. Hold NW on R-326, 146° Inbnd, 1-minute right turns. 

Caution: Restricted area R-4403 6.0 miles SE of airport. 

Notes: 1. No weather service available at this airport. 2. Flight plan must be closed with MSY FSS when visual contact established. 


City, Picayune; State, Miss.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 92'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., PCU; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62 


BKLFR-- 


RKS-VOR.... 

Direct. 

9200 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn*. 

700-1 

700-1 




A-dn. 

1000-2 

1000-2 


200 -y 2 

700-1H 
1000-2 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 081° Outbnd, 261° Inbnd, 9200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Salt Int# on final approach crs, 8600'; over VOR, 8000'. 

Crs and distance, Salt Int# to airport, 261°—4.0 mi; VOR to airport, 267°—1.9 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or iflanding not accomplished within 1.9 miles after passing RKS-VOR, climb to 10,000' on 

B-261 within 20 miles. 

Other change: Deletes straight-in minima. 

♦If Salt Int not received, minimums of 1200-1 apply. 

#Salt Int: Int RKS-VOR Rr-081 and 340° brng to RKS Outer Compass Locator. 

I City, Rock Springs; State, Wyo.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 6752'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., RKS; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 3; Dated, 2 Jan. 60 

4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.200 are amended to read in part: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
I miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
tmless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-la 





C-dn**.. 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1 Va 





S-dn-1**_ 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 





A-dn..... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance "with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side of crs, 195° Outbnd, 015° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 800'. 

Tf r ^ an ^ istance ’ Point to approach end runway 1, 011°—0.5 mi. 

p «£lKL a - -f uot established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile (5.0 miles of Delmar FM), climb to 2000' on 
K-356 withm 10 miles. Hold North of ALB-VOR R-356, 1-minute right turns. 
chan ? e: Deletes transitions. 

J00-1 required for takeoffs on Runways 10, 28, 15, and 33. 

Bo not descend below 1700' msl until passing Delmar FM on final. 

City, Albany; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Albany-County; Elev., 288'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., ALB; Procedure No. TerVOR-1, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 17 Feb. 62 


Covert Int*. 


ITH-VOR (Final). 

Direct.. 

1600 

T-dn# .. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn. 

500-1 

500-1 




S-dn-14__. 

500-1 

500-1 




A-dn##_. 

NA 

NA 


NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Minhnnm ln7J,^° rth si< 2 e Crs ’ 315 ° Outbnd, 135° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Vmi nn“i tlt A Ude r? ver , facilit y on final approach crs, 1600'. 

Ifvisu'Jprlnf. 0 ^’ ® rea koff point to approach end of runway, 142°—1.0 ml. 

left climbinp turnM?™*? 1 d upon descent to authorized landing minimums or iflanding not accomplished within 0.0 mile after passing Ithaca VOR, make an immediate 
Caution IIiah wiif 35( ? °2A haca V0R R " 315 within 10 m^s. Then roturn to Ithaca VOR at 3500', hold NW 1-minute left turns, inbnd crs 135°. 

Note-N niown terram and radio tow ? r 2112 ' MSL 3 miles SE of airport. 

Monday through Saturda^^^^OO Sund P ° rt ’ ^ ontact Rln fi ra ' N.Y., approach control for clearance. Weather available through Elmira approach control 0600-2100 e.s.t., 
#Mak5 h a a ^ht^ R and Wa tkinTGlen VOR R-039. 

^Alternate . tako °fi °n Runway 14, climb on Ithaca VOR R-236 until reaching ME A. 

^ ainer minimums of 800-2 authorized for those having an approved arrangement for weather service at the airport. 

iaca, State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Tompkins County; Elev., 1094'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., ITH; Procedure No. TerVOR-14, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 25 Aug. 62 


No 23' 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


5. The very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures prescribed in § 609.300 are 

amended to read in part. vor-dme Standard Instrument Approach procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 

mil< If anStr^ment^ type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 

unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by theAdministrator ofthe Federal Aviation Agency Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 


• Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

TTolhcirt T? Tin 

Dalhart VOR . 

Direct .. 

5300 

T-dn__. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-3* 

500-14 

in_rr>i PJy P-/IV1 

0-mi FiXvR-350 _ 

Direct. .. 

4700 

C-dn_ 

400-1 

500-1 

ilrTiii r iA xv ouu- 

n mi Piv U—170 

3 4-mi Fix R-170 _ _ 

Direct. ... 

4400 

S-dn-17.. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

u-uii r ix xv i / -- 




A-dn ... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 350° Outbnd, 170° Inbnd, 5500' within 10 miles. „ , .... .. .. . .._- „ . 

When authorized by ATC, l!)ME may be used within 10 miles at 5300' to position aircraft on final approach with the elimination of a procedure turn. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 4700'. 

^visualContact no^estabhshed^poi/desajnt to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.4 miles after passing VOR or 3.4-miles DME Fix 
R-170, climb to 5500' on R-170 within 20 miles. 

Caution: 4300' TV tower located 2.3 miles NE of airport. 

City, Dalhart; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 3989'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., DHT; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Efif. Date, 22 Dec. 62 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 22, 1962 

City, Rock Springs; State, Wyo., Airport Name, Rock Springs Municipal; Elev., 6752' Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., RKS; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Arndt 

Orig.; Eff. Date, 23 June 62 


1 K Tviiln TiAfP PW T?—081 

7-mile DME Fix R-081 .. 

Direct. 

9200 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34 

JLD-TT1116 UJylrj r IX xv^Joi- 

n milo T'lXyTP PiV P—(181 

3-mile DME Fix R-081 .- 

Direct.. 

8100 

C-dn.... 

600-1 

600-1 

600-134 

/-mi 10 r lx xv uoi-—---- 

o mile TY1\/1 P Pi y p_oai 

RKS-VOR 

Direct... 

7300 

S-dn-25.. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-134 

O-milC i/ivi XL i: IX IV uOl- 

t> irQ-vnp 

1 9-mile DME Fix R-267... 

Direct.. 

7300 

A-dn__ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 










Procedure turn North side of crs, 081° Outbnd, 261° Inbnd, 9200 7 within 10 miles. f . 1n ^ p ^ .... 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished at 1.9-mile DME Fix R-267, climb to 10,000 on R-260 within 

20 “note: When authorized by ATC, DME may be used within 15 miles between radials 243° clockwise to 110° at 9300' to position aircraft for final approach, with the elixnl- 
nation of a procedure turn. 

City, Rock Springs; State, Wyo.; Airport Name, Rock Springs Municipal; Elev., 6752'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., RKS; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Arndt.2; 
y * Eff. Date, 22 Dec 62; Sup. Arndt. No. VOR/DME No. 2, Arndt. 1; Dated, 7 July 62 

6. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 

“^an^trumenfap^ the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approachprocodur^ 

unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approachea 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

PiiKo Tnt 

lom. 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn**%. 

300-1 

300-1 

Oakvillp Int 

lom . 

Direct. 

1800 

C-dn. 

500-1 

600-1 

"Rrnlnq TR Rti 

lom. ... 

Direct.. 

1800 

S-dn-9##. 

200-34 

200-34 

WqvptIv Tnt 

LOM (Final). 

Direct. 

1700 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

Miller Int 

LOM..... 

Direct. 

1800 




Memphis VOR... 

LOM. 

Direct. 

1800 



_ 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


M0-J4 

500-134 

200-34 

GOO-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn S side W crs, 267° Outbnd, 087° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide int inbnd, 1700'. ._ . . 

Altitude of glide and distance to approach end of runway at OM 1650'—4.3 mi, at MM 540 —0.6 mi. within 15 miles or, when 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 1800 on E crs ILS (087 ) within l 
directed by ATC, turn right, climb to 1800' on R-135 MEM-VOR within 15 miles. . , .. 

Note: 400-% required when glide slope not utilized. Touchdown point approximately 1800 East of runway threshold. 

%Air Carrier Note: Takeoff at less than 200-34 NA Runway 14-32. . _ T a .. . . . .. „ ,. Wo lights condenser ois* 

## Runway Visual Range 2600' also authorized for landing on Runway 9, provided all components of the JLShigh totensity rimwayli^tsapproach ligw,ccm ^ 
charge flashers, middle and outer compass locators, and all related airborne equipment are operating satisfactorily. Descent below 491 msl shall not be maa 

contact with the approach lights has been established or the aircraft is clear of clouds^ __ w . . . ....... . .. T i^hts are operational. 

**Runway Visual Range 2600' also authorized for takeoff on Runway 9 in lieu of 200-34 when 200-34 is authorized; provided high mtensity runway lights a 

City, Memphis; State, Tenn.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 291'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MEM; Procedure No. ILS-9, Arndt. 6; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. ® • 

No. 5; Dated, 21 Apr. 62 
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Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

MEM-VOR. 

Oakville Int*. 

Dirpd 

1800 

rp -/ l n | 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

20O-J4 

500-134 

400-1 

800-2 




i-an*- 

C-dn. 

S-dn-27. 

A-dn.. 


Procedure turn S side E crs, 087° Outbnd, 267° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles from Oakville Int 
No glide slope. Minimum altitude over Oakville Int on final approach crs, 1300'. 

Crs and distance, Oakville Int to airport, 267°—4.0 mi. 


If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not acrnmnlishod within a n r . 

W crs ILS within 15 miles Or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 1800' on Ii-220 MEM-VOR witlnn 15 miles 4 *° mileS aft ° passmg 0akvlUo Int » climb to 1800' 

M A m n » DIC'D WnTP' motonfr at Ucc than *>AA 1 A XT A-T>_’_, . «« * VyXV " 


#Air Carrier Note: Takeoff at less than 200-34 NA on Runway 14-32. 
♦Oakville Int: Int MEM ILS E crs and R-030 MEM-VOR. 


City, Memphis; State, Term.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 291'; Fac. Class., ILS, Idcnt., I-MEM; Procedure No. ILS-27, Arndt. 6; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. 

•No. 4, Hated, 7 JMar. 50 * * 


MIA-VOR. 
BSY-VOR. 
MIA RBn. 
Krome Int. 


LOM.. _ 

Direct 

1500 

1500 

1500 

1300 

T-dn 

LOM. 

Direct 

C-dn 

LOM.. 

Direct 

S-rin—QT 

LOM (Final)_ 

Direct. 

0 uii yij 

A-dn 





300-1 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

200-34 

200-34 

600-2 

600-2 


200-34 

500-134 

200-34 

600-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns 

Procedure turn North side of crs, 266° Outbnd, 086° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 1300'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1228'—4.5 mi; at MM 192'—0 6 mi 
on “s oS ““‘m LaMwftWn *° authori “ d landing minln " nn5 or « landln S nit accomplished, climb to 1500' on E crs ILS within 20 miles or climb to 1500' 

*400-94 required when glide slope inoperative. 

City, Miami; State, Fla.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 9'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident I-MFA; Procedure No. ILS-9L, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 1- 

Hated, 21 July 62 * • • » 





T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn___ . , _ 

400-1 

500-1 




S-dn-24#**. 

300-9* 

300 - 9 * 




A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 


200-34 
500-1H 
300-9* 
800-2 


* ivxcuu'u iuiu iNuriu muc oi crs, uoo- uutDna, 24U inbnd, 1600' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 1600'. 

°L g } id ^ sl0 p e anddi v stance t0 approach end of runway at OM, 1515'—4.5 mi; at MM, 266'—0.6 mi. 

IdW ad LOM?2«r totadfright 1 to^ n LiSn“tlv <>ri * ed landl “ g mlnimums or “ landin e not accomplished, make left climbing turn to 1600' and return to AC LOM. 

CAUTION: 652' Loran antonna miloo vav nf nimnrt 


n uvm , r,V t«w 1 esiuonsiiea upon descent to autn 
Hold NE of AC LOM, 240° Inbnd, right turns, 1-minute. 
Caution: 652' Loran antenna 3 miles ESE of airport. 
Caution: 342' tower 2.6 miles West of airport. 

No approach lights. 

#S-dn-4: 400-1 when tower facility not in operation. 


- .. V* AAA vpuiotivm, 

City, Nantucket; State, Mass.; Airport Name, Memorial; Elev., 48'; Fae. Class. ILS; Ident., I-ACK; Procedure No. ILS-24, Arndt. 1; Efl. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 

ung M .Dated, 24 J line 61 


0EG-VOR 

GG-LFR.. 

Rockford VHF int * 


LOM. 

Direct_ 

4500 

T-dn* 

orw\i 


LOM... 

Direct. II 

4500 

C-dn 

oUlM 

500-1 

300-1 

500-1 

LOM_ 

Direct 

5500 

£}_dn-21 ** 



A-dn. 

200-J4 

600-2 

200-34 
600-2 


200-34 

500-134 

200 - 1 ^ 

600-2 


approach heading within 10 miTes of LOM is mqtoml authomed m accordance with approved Radar patterns. When used in lieu of procedure turn, alignment on final 

FlffiSSSS frnSi d L 0 i f # E crs f ; 025 ° Outbnd, 205° Inbnd, 4500* within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles NA. 

Shuttleto 4500 ' NF^Jf t ri\f J a ? P n at ° # ? L ?. M no , t authorized, procedure turn required. 

Minimum 2,i E r 011 N E crs of localizer, right turns, 1 min. 

—m a utnde at glide slope Int inbnd, 3600'. 

If visual contact t0 a PP roac b ead runway at LOM, 3510'—3.9 mi; at LMM, 2560'—0.6 mi. 

on R-210 within 10miles o/o^^VO^or d whP?dWtod'°K- if lan( l i ? g not accomplished, climb straight ahead to the OEG-VOR and climb to 4000' 
turn, return to the LOM at 4300'. V ° K ° ’ h directed by ATC. (1) Make a climbing right turn and climb to 4500' on R-271 within 20 miles or, (2) Make a climbing right 

airport. 1 TI0 V J ‘ rr ‘ UU 411(1 tower 0031 ' 16 NE of LOM; high terrain North through East of airport; 3188' tower 4.8 miles SE of GE LOM; 4549' TV tower 9.2 miles E of 
‘Runwav 11 ^ 6 * ? eletes transition from Hayden Lake Int. 

. **Hunway V \dsuafraQge 2 2600^als(fauthc^pd < ffJ^nSin» 11 n^n^r ra ^ 21 o, n lieu ° fwhen 18 authorized provided high intensity runway lights are operational, 
charge flashers, middle and outer 21 ’ P r0 . vlded all components of the ILS, high intensity runway lights, approach lights, condenser dis- 

0®tet with approach lights has toen^aMshed A Mralftfa ctooTttecK “* 0pCrattag satisfactorily. Deseeut below 2572' MSL shaft not be made unless visual 

Clty ’ Sp0Unc; Statc ' Wash -i Airport Name, Spokane International; Elev., 2372'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-OEO; Procedure No. ILS-21, Arndt. 5; Efl. Date, 22 Dec 62' Sup 
—____ Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 1 Dec. 62 v 

Wheeling VOR. 

Uld Concord Int .*. 

Bellaire VOR . 

Adena Int . .— 

Bellaire VOR.'IIIHH. 

5-mi DME Fix R-062 AIR-VOR . 


LOM. 

LOM..... . 

LOM. .. 

lom ._m. 

5-mi DME Fix R-062 AIR-VOR (Fi¬ 
nal).. 

LOM (Final).. . 


Direct..:. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct.. 


2600 

2600 

2600 

2600 

2600 

2500 


T-dn_ 

C-dn_ 

S-dn-3*_ 
A-dn_ 


300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

700-1 

300 - 9 * 

300-9* 

600-2 

700-2 


200-34 
700-1 fi 
300-9 i 
700-2 


Minhnum altitude^eHde^lorS 1 Xl? nd ' °?°° Inb t nd J 2600 ' 10 miles of the LOM. 

Altitude of elide sfnrJt onni' * Perception inbnd, 2500'. 

If visual contact not^stablisSd^^n end *£ f ruu^ay at OM, 2470'—4.0 mi; at MM, 1398'-0.6 mi. 

AT ^^d return to the LOM. 1)011 descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, make a climbing left turn to 2600' or higher as directed by 

Lteh intensity! r^wa^lights 1 on^-^l lnWa ^ 9-27 and takeoffs on R unway 9 NA for aircraft over 12,500 pounds gross weight. 

I City Wh r ° qUired WUh glide slope ^operative.* 

g, sta te, W. Va.; Airport Name, Ohio County; Elev.. 1195'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident, I-HLG; Procedure No. ILS-3, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date. 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 3; Dated, 1 Apr. 61 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


7. The radar procedures prescribed in § 609.500 are amended to read in part: 

Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet, MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miips unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. ...... , , . 

If a radar instrument approach is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument prooe^re, unless an approach is conducted 
in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. I^ttolapproac^ ^U be made over specified 
routes Minimum altitude(s) shall correspond with those established for on route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be estab- 
Shed with the radar controller. From initial contact with radar to final authorized landing minimums, the instructions of the radar controller are mandatory except when 
(A) visual contact is established on final approach at or before descent to the authorized landing minimums, or (B) at pilot s discretion if it appears desirable to discontinue 
the approach, except when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall be executed^ provided below when (A) communication 
on final approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach, (B) directed by radar controller 
(C) visual contact is not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums; or (D) if landing is not accomplished. 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 

















2-engine or less 

More than 

From 

To 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 22, 1962. 

Citv. Boston-Bedford; State, Mass.; Airport Name, Hanscom; Elev., 135'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Hanscom Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 9 Apr. 60; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 1; Dated, 18 Aug. 56 


Transition 

Cellini 

; and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

non 0 

360°. 

Within 25 mi. 

1800 

Surveillance approach 






T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

206- H 





C-dn#. 

600-1 

500-1 

506-1K 





S-dn-27, 3, 9, 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





and 21. 








A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. _ _ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished— 

Runways 27 and 21: Turn left, climb to 1800' on R-220 MEM-VOR within 15 miles. 

Runway 17: Climb to 1800' on R-220 MEM-VOR within 15 miles. 

Runway 3: Turn right, climb to 1800' on R-135 MEM-VOR within 15 miles. 

Runway 9: Climb to 1800' on R-135 MEM-VOR within 15 miles. 

♦Air Carrier Note: Takeoffs with less than 200-H NA on Runway 14-32. 

#Radar approach NA on Runways 14-32,17-35. 

City, Memphis; State, Tenn.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 291'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Memphis Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 22 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 4; Dated, 5 May 62 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 313(a), 307(c), 72 Stat. 752, 749; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1348(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November 16,1962. ^ „ 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director , Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-11619; Filed, Dec. 7,1962; 8:48 a.m.] 


[Reg. Docket No. 1497; Arndt. 300] 

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments to standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are being adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The revised procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classi¬ 
fication now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the revised procedures specny me 
complete procedure and indicate the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice, procedure and effective date provisions of section 4 of the Administrative Procedure Act would be contrary 
to the public interest and is therefore not required. 
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pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 609 is amended as follows* 

1 . The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100(a) are amended to read in part: 

LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airDort elevation Distanpp«? in 
mUes unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. * ve p0rl clevatlon - distances are in nautical 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initialapproaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below ppr c es 



Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 29, 1962, OR UPON DECOMMISSIONING OF FACILITY. 

City, Albany; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Albany-County; Elev., 288'; Fac. Class., SBRAZ; Ident., AB; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 25 Aug 62* Sup Arndt No 4- 

Dated, 21 Apr. 56 * ' * 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 29, 1962, OR UPON DECOMMISSIONING OF FACILITY. 

City, Albany; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Albany-County; Elev.,288'; Fac. Class., SBRAZ; Ident., AB; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 25 Aug 62; Sup Arndt No 4- 

Dated, 21 Apr. 56 * 


Bowles Int.. 
FAT LOM. 


FN LFR (Final)....... 

Direct_ 

1100 

2000 

T-dn 

300-1 

800-2 

NA 

300-1 

800-2 

NA 

FN LFR. 

Direct_ 

C-dn 



A-dn _ _ 






NA 

NA 

NA 


Procedure turn E side of SE crs, 135° Outbnd, 315° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1100'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 035°—0.9 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, climb to 2000' on the NW crs of FN LFR 

wiviiin iu iiiiius* 


City, Fresno; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Fresno-Chandler; Elev., 277'; Fac. Class., SABRAZ; Ident., FN; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 


62 


FAT LOM_. 


FN LFR. 

Direct.... 

2000 

T-dn 

300-1 

1000-2 

300-1 

1000-2 

2000-3 



C-dn_. 




A-dn. 

2000-3 






200-M 

1000-2 

2000-3 


Procedure turn S side of W crs, 255° Outbnd, 075° inbnd, 1900' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 048°—6.2 mi. 

^l^If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, climb to 1500' on SE crs FN LFR within 20 
Am Carrier Note: Sliding scale not applicable. 

City, Fresno; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Fresno Air Terminal; Elev., 331'; Fac. Class., SABRAZ; Ident., FN; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62 

2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 609.100(b) are amended to read in part: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

mJS&S are MSL ‘ CeWngs are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 

unla« a qn^rn?rfh^ L a £5f^^S c S r ? cedure i >f the 18 conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 

BhK rrfSE? t S ac {?Tt d t ance a 3 mer v n ,5 procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation AgencyInitial approaches 
11 be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below P 


Transition 


From— 


Albany VOR_. 
Bemis Int. 


To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

1800 

1100 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 

*200 y * . 
600-1H 
500-1 
800-2 

LOM (Final)__ 

Direct_ 

C-dn 



S-dn-19.. 

A-dn.. 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Minfmmn 2ft? Y Slde °! N J rs > 01 L 0utbnd > 191*Inbnd, 1800' within 10 NM. 

Crf-lmwu } tItud ? °V? C facillt y on final approach crs, 1100'. 

If vis nd , dlstance > faulty to airport, 191°—3.8 mi. 

^5' direct^ to** A L S lfo MHoM norTh o°*A L & L OM ^191 Inbncf StuTns °1 S? n0t aCCOmplished ***** 38 miles after P**^ AL L0M > m ^e left climbing 
*30(M rpaSSnH??**? transitions from Round Lake FM and Saratoga Springs t'M. 
ouu l required for takeoffs on Runways 10, 28, 15, and 33. 

City, Albany; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Albany-County; Elev., 288'; Fac. Class, LOM; Ident, AL; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 
Dated, 25 Aug. 62 


abq VOR_„_ 

Valencia Int. .. 

Coyote Int. .. 

Dalies Int .. 


ABQ SABH. 

Direct.. 

8000 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)'2 

ABQ SABH. 

Direct_ 

7000 

C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1 

ABO. SABH_ 

Direct_ 

10000 

S-dn-35* 

400-1 

400-1 

500-lW 

ABQ SABH..... 

Direct. 

7000 

A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn W iHdo A? Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

CrS 1 ?- Withln 10 mUeS - N0nstan<iard due high terraiU cast 

If visual contact’ fa P Ulty <; 0 . air P°rt, 355°—2.6 mi. 

turn, climb to 8000' on 260 °??°i 1 iK escent 10 authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.6 miles after passing RBn, make a left climbing 
Caution: Terrain S^n?S& l ?«^5? aua 5 lue . V0R ? r ’ Y heu directed b V ATC, turn left and climb to 8000' on 260° crs within 20 miles. 

turns 10 west side of 17M55 ° courses - 

City, A^u ue 6d t0 airCraft 0133,000 P0Uhd ® gF0SS weight > ° r leSS * 

uquerque, State, N. Mex.; Airport Name, Kirtland AFB/Municipal; Elev, 5352'; Fac. Class, SABH; Ident, ABQ; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 7 July 62 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure — Continued 


Transition 


From— 


To— 


Course and 
distance 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 


2-engine or less 


65 knots 
or less 


More than 
66 knots 


2-engine, 
“ore than 
65 knots 


20O-H 

509-1)$ 

400-1 

800-2 


Cordova VOR. 
Moscow Int... 
Big Rock Int__ 
Moline VOR.. 
Buffalo Int_ 


MLI RBn. 
MLI RBn. 
MLI RBn. 
MLI RBn. 
MLI RBn 


Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 


2600 

2100 

2100 

2100 

2100 


T-dn.. 
C-d ... 
S-dn-2. 
A-dn... 


300-1 

300-1 

400-1 

500-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 219° Outbnd, 039° Inbnd, 2100' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1400'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 039°—2.2 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.2 miles after passing MLI RBn make left 
turn to 2100' and return to MLI RBn. ’ e Cllm &ing 


City, Davenport; State, Iowa; Airport Name, Davenport Municipal; Elev., 753'; Fac. Class., SABH; Ident., MLI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec 


62 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 29, 1962. 

City, Fresno; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Fresno-Chandler; Elev., 277'; Fac. Class., H; Ident., FN; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 14 July 62; Sup Arndt No OnV 

Dated, 26 May 62 ’ rig, > 


MKC-VOR. 

LOM. 

Direct. 

2500 

2500 

2500 

2500 

2500 

3000 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

Farley Int. 

LOM. 

Direct 

C-dn 

Lansing Int... 

LOM. 

Direct 

s_d n _oi 

Bonner Springs Int. 

LOM... 

Direct 

A— fin* 

Camden Int. 

LOM. 

Direct 


BSP-VOR.... 

LOM. 

Direct 











200 -)$ 

500-1H 

400-1 

809-2 


Radar vectoring to final approach authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs. 185° Outbnd, 005° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 005°—4.4 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.4 miles after passing RBn. climb to 2500' on crs 
Proceed to Camden Int or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 2500', proceed to FRV RBn. w 1 

Note: No weather reporting service during hours 2300-0700 local time. 

♦Alternate minimums applicable during hours 0700-2300 local time only. 


City, Kansas City; State, Mo.; Airport Name, Mid-Continent; Elev., 1011'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., MC; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. i 


MIA-VOR. 

MIA RBn. 

Direct 

1500 

1000 

MIA RBn__. 

Ruby Int* (Final). 

Direct 





T-dn_ 

C-dn_ 

S-dn-9L_ 
A-dn. 


300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

800-2 


300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

800-2 


200-K 

709-1)$ 

709-1 

809-2 


If aircraft equipped with dual ADF receivers and Ruby 
Int* identified on final, the following minimums are 
authorized: 

500-1 
400-1 


C-dn. 
S-dn-9L 


500-1 

400-1 


509-1)$ 

409-1 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 297° Outbnd, 117° Inbnd. 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500'; over Ruby Int*, 700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 097°-—7.3 mi; Ruby Int* to airport, 097°—4.8 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.8 miles after passing Ruby Int* or 7.3 miles after 
passing MIA RBn, climb to 1500'on 097° crs from MIA RBn within 20 miles. ' 

*Ruby Int: Int 097° crs from MIA RBn and 182° brng to MF (LOM). 

City, Miami; State, Fla.; Airport Name, Opa Locka; Elev., 9'; Fac. Class., SABH; Ident., MIA; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62 


Ontario VOR. 
Edgemont Int. 

RV LFR. 

Colton RBn... 
Moreno Int.... 


Riverside LFR or Edgemont Int. 

Colton RBn.. 

Colton RBn. 

LOM (Final). 

Colton RBn. 


Direct. 

4200 

T-dn. 

Direct.. 

4200 

C-dn... 

Direct. 

4200 

S-dn-25 

Direct. 

2800 

A-dn 

Direct. 

4200 

If aircraft equip 
receivers and L 
mums apply: 
S-dn-25.| 


300-1 300-1 200-)$ 

600-1 500-1 509-1)$ 

800-1 800-1 809-1 

800-2 800-2 800-2 

led with operating ADF and VOR 
ixon Int received, the following mini* 


400-1 


400-1 I 


400-1 


Radar transitions and vectoring utilizing March Radar are authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn not authorized. Aircraft must be vectored to final approach by radar or proceed via the Colton RBn in accordance with approved transitions. 
Mmimum altitude over Colton RBn on final approach crs, 4200'; over Dixon Int,# 1850'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 255°—5.9 mi; Dixon Int# to airport, 3.0 miles, 
visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums >r if 
255° within 14 miles of LOM. 

#Dixon Int: Int 255° brng from ONT LOM and ONT VOR R-006. 

City, Ontario; State. Calif.; Airport Name, Ontario International; Elev., 952'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., ON; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 15; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 14; Dated, 9 Sept. 61 


r if landing not accomplished within 5.9 miles after passing LOM, climb to 2 


on crs of 


SZI RBn.. 

LOM__ 

Direct 

2000 

2000 

.2000 

1700 

2000 

2000 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

SEA-VOR.. 

LOM.. 

Direct 

C-dn 

SJ-LFR... 

LOM.. 

Direct 

G—Hrj_Q4 

Puyallup Int*. 

LOM (Final).. 

Direct 

O vlJLI Of__ 

TM-LFR. 

LOM. 

Direct 




Burton Int. 

LOM.... 

Direct 











209-M 
509-1)$ 
409-1 


Radar transition and vectoring using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

I rocedure turn E side of crs, 158° Outbnd, 338° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. NA beyond 10 miles. 

Mmimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 338°—4.0 mi. 

pl f rv 1 ??n 1 r, c01 ^ act + n0t e ^abHshed upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.0 miles after passing LOM, climb to 2000' direct 
15 miles RBn * Contmue climb on crs 338 Outbnd, 158° Inbnd, within 10 miles of Park RBn or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 2000' on R-225 SEA-VOR within 

Cautkin: Terrain and trees to 591' MSL located immediately N and NE of airport, 
otner change: Deletes transitions from Hobart FM and Vashon Int. 

Transition to Puyallup Int authorized from TM LFR on 020° crs, 2000'. 

City, Seattle; State, Wash.; Airport Name, Seattle-Tacoma International; Elev., 428'; Fac. Class.. LOM; Ident., SE; Procedure No 1 Arndt. 20; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 19; Dated, 12 May 62 
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3 . The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.100(c) are amended to read in part: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


, Bearings, heading?, courses and radiate are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 1 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
stoTbe made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below P1 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Hampton Int___----------- 

ELD-VOR. 

Direct_ 

1500 

T-dn. 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-H 

500-1^ 

400-1 

800-2 




C-dn_-. 

S-dn-22. 

A-dn. 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 052° Outbnd, 232° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 232°—3.8 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, turn right, return to the ELD-VOR climbinv to 1 * * 100 ' 

•Do not descend below 1500' until well established on final approach radial. 6 

City, El Dorado; State, Ark.; Airport Name, Goodwin Field; Elev., 277'; Fac. Class.. BVOR; Ident., ELD; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date. 29 Dec 62- Sud Arndt No. 

TerVOR-22, Ong.; Dated, 30 Dec. 61 

4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.200 are amended to read in part: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 1 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency Initial anDroarhei 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation In the particular area or as set forth below 



Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine f 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 

65 knots 

I Bemis Inti. 

LOM (Final). 

Direct. 

1100 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

500-1 

800-2 

•200-H 

60O-1H 

600-1 

800-2 




C-dn**. 

S-dn-19**_ 1 

A-dn. 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, <307° Outbnd, 187° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 800'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Runway 19, 191°—0.5 mi. 

b8l<i!Ui!?m C to n R^8 0t r S Hmi!m 1 ed p U §2 , f , l e ^2' t lS t a tS th ?j; ke! ? minimums or iflandtag not accomplished within 0.0 mile (4.2mUes after passing AL LOM), make climb- 

mg leiiiurn to K-356. C limb on R-356 to 2000 7 within 10 miles. Hold north of ALB VOR R-356, right turns. 1 minute. 
changes ; Deletes transitions from Saratoga FM, Round Lake FM and Albany LFR. 

300-1 required lor takeoffs on Runways 10, 28, 15, and 33. 

**D° not descend below 1100' msl until passing AL LOM on final. 

transition only authorized lor aircraft with operating ADF and VOR receiver. AL LOM must be identified prior to departing Bemis Int. 

City, Albany; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Albany-County; Elev., 288'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., ALB; Procedure No. TerVOR-19, Amdt. 6; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; 

Sup. Amdt. No. 5; Dated, 20 Oct. 62 # 

T-dn#__. 

C-dn%_. 

S-dn-3.. 

A-dn_... 


*300-1 

*300-1 

**300-1 

900-1 

900-1 

900-lH 

900-1 

900-1 

900-1 

900-2 

900-2 

900-2 


►roved patterns. 


sectoring to fin al approach crs required in accordance with approve< 

Airoraft « ? “?* established or radar inoperative, execution of this prodecure not authorized. 

released for final approach over the 5-mile radar fix or Kaw Int.® 

Crs t tud c ov . er ^ mile radar fix or Kaw Int@ on final approach crs, 2400'. 

Crl an JK ance ’ £ m \ radar fix or Kaw Dit @ to airport, 026°-5.0 mi. 

If vis ml b f ea k°ff pomt to approach end of Runway 3, 031°—1.0 mi. 

Int @ make left I to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.0 miles after passing the 5-mile radar fix or Kaw 
NoteT Aircraft mS intercept the 3 L° b T g to Far ey RBn, proceed to FRY RBn or, when directed by ATC, climb to 2500', proceed to MK LOM. 

Caut nv- citing mis:sed approach may be radar controUed after being reidentified. 

* No wine tior^fn^ ons 1000, msl or *2? ow » Nw » NE » and sw quadrants within 1.7 miles of airport, 

in takeoff minimums except on Runway 36. 

%Circlin A tT R Sp Af N -° TE: authorized on Runway 36 only. 

^Unless radar i# i£° clo ^wise to 180° NA, obstructions above 1000' msl in this area, highest 2049' msl 2.7 miles SSE of airport. 

VOR R-i 9 o Q][mb toi^'^Vy^L^ theT ^ 1000_3: Aircraft taking off 8 or SW and planned route is between 090° and 180°, intercept the RIS-VOR R-210 or MKO 
8 of the 090° ADF brng of KCLMM Proceeding on courso. Aircraft taking off N or NE and planned route is between 090° and 180°, climb to 2500' msl before proceeding 

Cif ^ Int: lDt BSP-V0R r_ 262 and RIS-VOR R-206. 

1 y, ansas City; State, Mo.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 758'; Fac. Class., I^BVOR; Ident., RIS; Procedure No. TerVOR-3, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 


From— 


To— 


Liberty RBn. 
Farley RBn.. 
BSP-VOR... 
MKO VOR. 
Kearney Int.. 


Avondale Int 
Avondale Int. 
Avondale Int 
Avondale Int. 
Avondale Int. 


Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Direct. 

2500 

Direct... 

2500 

Direct... 

2500 

Direct... 

2500 

Via MKC R-052 

2500 

and RIS R-190. 



Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 


2-engine or less 


65 knots 
or less 


More than 
65 knots 


T-dn#... 

C-dn%. 

S-dn-18. 

A-dn... 


*300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

800-2 


*300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

800-2 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


►*300-1 

700-1# 

700-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring to final approach authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 010° Outbnd, 190° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles of Avondale Int@. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2500'. 

Crs and distance, Avondale Int@ to airport, 190°—5.1 mi. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Runway 18,184°—1.0 mi. ^ ^ . . , . , , „ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.1 miles after passing Avondale Int, make right turn, 
climb to 2500' msl, intercept the 310° brng to Farley RBn. Proceed to FRY RBn. ^ 

Caution: Numerous obstructions 1000' msl or below, NE, SW, and NW quadrants within 1.7 miles of airport. 

*No reduction in takeoff minimums except on Runway 36. 

**Air Carrier Note: 200-H authorized on Runway 36 only. , . , ,__ , ^ . . 

% Circling SE of airport from 090° clockwise 180° NA, obstructions above 1000' msl in this area, highest 2049' msl 2.7 miles SSE of airport. 

^Unless radar vectored and if the weather is below 1000-3: Aircraft taking off S or SW and planned route is between 090° and 180°, intercept the RIS VOR R-210 or MKO 
VOR R-190, climb to 2500' msl before proceeding on course. Aircraft taking off N or NE and planned route is between 090° and 180°, climb to 2500' msl before proceeding 
south of the 090° ADF brng of KC LMM. 


City, Kansas City; State, Mo.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 758'; Fac. Class, VOR; Ident., RIS; Procedure No. TerVOR-18, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date,29Dec.62 





T-dn#. 

*300-1 

*300-1 




C-dn%.. 

600-1 

700-1 




S-dn-21. 

600-1 

600-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


**300-1 

700-114 

600-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn NA. Radar vectoring to final approach crs required in accordance with approved patterns. 

If radar contact not established or radar inoperative, execution of this procedure not authorized. 

Aircraft will be released for final approach over the 5-mile radar fix or Maple Park Int@. 

Minimum altitude over 5-mile radar fix or Maple Park Int@ on final approach crs, 2400'. 

Crs and distance, 5-mile radar fix or Maple Park Int@ to airport, 214°—5.0 mi. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of runway, 210° — 1.0 mi. ^ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5 miles after passing Maple Park Int@ or 5-mile radar 
fix, make right turn, climb to 2500', intercept the 310° brng to Farley RBn and proceed to FRV RBn. Aircraft executing missed approach may be radar controlled after being 
reidentified. „ , 

Caution: Numerous obstructions 1000' msl or below, NE, NW, and SW quadrants within 1.7 miles of airport. 

%Circling SE of airport from 090° clockwise to 180° NA, obstructions above 1000' msl in this area, highest 2049' msl 2.7 miles SSE of airport. 

•No reduction in takeoff minimums except on Runway 36. 

**Air Carrier Note: 200-V6 authorized on Runway 36 only. 

@Maplo Park Int: Int BSP-VOR R-297 and RIS-VOR R-034. , ^ _ WTT „ 

#Unless radar vectored and if the weather is below 1000-3: Aircraft taking off S or SW and planned route is between 090 and 180°, intercept the RIS-VOP R-210 or MK0- 
VOR R-190, climb to 2500' before proceeding on course. Aircraft taking off N or NE and planned route is between 090° and 180°, climb to 2500' msl before proceeding south 
Of the 090° ADF brng of KC LMM. 

City, Kansas City; State, Mo.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 758'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., RIS; Procedure No. TerVOR-21, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62 





T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-d. 

600-1 

600-1 




C-n. 

600-2 

600-2 




S-d-15. 

500-1 

600-1 




S-n-15. 

500-2 

600-2 




A-dn*. 

NA 

NA 


Procedure turn W side f crs, 320° Outbnd, 140° Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles. 

Facility on airport. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2100'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of runway, 147°—0.4 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, turn right, climb to 3100 on R-185 kiii-uw 
within 20 miles. 

Note: 122.1 receiver remoted from Rhinelander VOR to Wausau FSS. 

Caution: Radio towers 1933' MSL 3.5 miles east and 1919' MSL 1.7 miles ESE of airport. 

•Air Carrier Note: 800-2 authorized for those air carriers with weather reporting service at the airport. 

City, Rhinelander; State, Wis.; Airport Name, Rhinelander-Oneida County; Elev., 1599'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., RHI; Procedure No. TerVOR-15, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 

29 Dec. 62; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 6 Jan. 62 
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5 The very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures prescribed in § 609 300 

are amended to read in part: 

0 YOR-DME Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

^ If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


10-mi Fix on R-291 . 

Direct 

4500 

4000 

3700 

T-dn.. 

C-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-’$ 
600-1H 

400-1 

800-2 

10-nii Fix on R-291_-__ 

0-mi Fix on R-291........ 

Direct . 

0-mi Fix on R-lll_ 

4.6-mi Fix on R-lll__ 

Direct 

S-dn-12 




A-dn... 



Procedure turn N side of crs, 291° Outbnd, 111° Inbnd, 4800' within 10 miles. 

When authorized by ATC, DME may be used within 15 miles between R-130 clockwise to R-180 at 5100', R-180 clockwise to R-130 at 4500' to position aircraft for final 
approach w ith the elimination of a procedure turn. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 4000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 111°—4.6 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished at 4.6-mile DME Fix R-lll, climb to 4800' on R-lll within 

20 miles. 

Caution: 3386' water tower located on east side of airport. 

City, Lubbock; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 3256'; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., LBB; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Arndt Orig • Eff Date’ 

29 Dec. 62 


MIA-VOR..... 

Direct 

1500 

1000 

5-mile DME Fix R-107 (Final). 

Direct_ 


MIARBn.. 
MIA-V OR.. 


T-dn. 300-1 300-1 200-H 

C-d. 1000-1 1000-1 1000-1^2 

C-n. 1000-2 1000-2 1000-2 

A-dn. 1000-2 1000-2 1000-2 

If 5-mile DME Fix R-107 received, the following 
minimums are authorized: 

C-dn.j 500-1 500-1 500-1H 

S-dn-9L. 400-1 400-1 400-1 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 315° Outbnd, 135° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500'; at 5-mile DME Fix R-107, 1000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 107°—9.8 mi; 5-mile DME Fix R-107 to airport, 107°—4.8 mL 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.8 miles after passing 5-mile DME Fix R-107 or 9.8 
miles after passing MIA-VOR, climb to 1500' on R-107 within 20 miles. 

City, Miami; State, Fla.; Airport Name, Opa Locka; Elev., 9'; Fac. Class., H-BVOR; Ident., MIA; Procedure No. VOR-DME No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62 

6. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings headings courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
tmless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
snail be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Albany VOR . 

Delmar FM. 

Direct 

2200 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

*20O-H 
600-1 y 2 

400-1 

800-2 




C-dn* * **... 

S-dn-1**_ 

A-dn.. 



Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side 8 crs, 191° Outbnd, 011° Inbnd, 2200 y within 10 miles of Delmar FM. 
iso glide slope. Minimum altitude over Delmar FM on final approach 1700'. 

Crs and distance, Delmar FM to Runway 1, Oil 0 —4.7 mi. 

on N w t r n ^5 sta il 1 ^^ e(i u P° n descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.7 miles after passing Delmar FM, climb to 1800' 

oE, . t0 L°M. Hold north, right turns, 1 minute, 191° Inbnd. 

change: Deletes transition from Coxsackic FM and Albany LFR. 

.J 1 squired for takeoffs on Runways 10, 28, 15, and 33. 
uo not descend below 1700' msl until passing Delmar FM on final. ' 

City, Albany; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Albany-County; Elev., 288'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ALB; Procedure No. ILS-01 (back crs), Arndt. 4; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 18 Aug. 62 


Albany VOR 
Bemis Int_ 


LOM__ 

Direct_ 

1800 

1600 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

300-24 

600-2 

300-1 

600-1 

300-24 

600-2 

LOM (Final). 

Direct_ 

C-dn.... 



S-dn-19**_ 

A-dn__ 


*200 
600-1 H 
300-% 
600-2 


Bro(ediire\°nin g w Ut ^ 0r NT ed m ** cc o 0r dance with approved patterns. 

Minimum CF i’ 011 > 0uttm d, 191° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

AltitmS^f W at gllde sl °P e mt inbnd, 1600'. 

If visual coJSS? fJPPf and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1550'—3.8 mi; at MM, 493'—0.6 mi. 
bit. Hold sftiithftfnilkuTv upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 3000' on south crs ILS and proceed to Greenbush 
Other cWp- W on , ALB VOR R-194, right turns, 1 minute. 

*300-i reauired frora Roun(i Lake FM and Saratoga Springs FM. 

** 400 -£ ?S d , r °n Runways 10, 28, 15, and 33. 

^ 4 required when glide slope is inoperative. 

1 7, Albany; State, N.Y .; Airport Name, Albany-County; Elev., 288'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ALB; Procedure No. ILS-19, Arndt. 6; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 


No. 238-3 


5; Dated, 25 Aug. 62 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ILS Standard instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 


Ceiling 

5 and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

PivArhonil VOR 

T.TVTM [ _ 

Direct. 

1700 

T-dn. 

300-1 

500-1 

200-% 

600-2 

300-1 

600-1 

200-% 

600-2 

???¥ 

1 “szgs: 1 

IViVtl iltaU V ------- 



C-dn_ 

S-dn-6* *.. 

A-dn. 


Procedure turn S side SW crs, 237° Outbnd, 057° Inbnd, 1700' within 10 miles of OM. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope int inbnd, 1700'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1655 —5.3 mi; at MM, 310 —0.6 mi. . . A . , 

If visual contact not established upon descent \D authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, make right climbing turn as soon as practical to 1700' return¬ 
ing to ILS LMM, and hold SW, 1-minute right turns, inbound 057°. 

Note: Runway 10-28 closed nights. „ . . .... ... 

* Tower operation not continuous. Straight-in minimums day and night Runway 6, 400-1 when tower facility is not m operation. 


City, Islip; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, MacArtliur Field; Elev., 


Fac. Class., ILS; Ident.,I-ISL; Procedure No. ILS-6, Arndt. 7; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62; Sup. Arndt. No.fr 
Dated, 25 Aug. 62 


MKC-VOR. 

Farley Int. 

Lansing Int- 

Bonner Springs Int. 

Camden Int_ 

BSP-VOR_ 


LOM 

Direct... 

2500 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

LOM 

Direct.. 

2500 

C-dn_ 

500-1 

500-1 

LOM 

Direct_ 

2500 

S—dn—01#- 

200-% 

200-% 

LOM 

Direct.. 

2500 

A-dn*__ 

600-2 

600-2 

LOM 

Direct__ 

2500 




LOM______ 

Direct.. 

3000 





200-H 

500-1W 

200-H 

600-2 


Radar vectoring to final approach authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 185° Outbnd, 005° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 2300'. , .... , 1tn . . „ 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1220—4.4 miles; at MM, 1159—0.6 mi . . 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 2500' on N crs MCI localizer, proceed to Camden 
Int or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 2500', proceed to FRY RBn. 

Note: No weather reporting service during hours 2300-0700 local time. 

* Alternate minimums applicable during hours 0700-2300 local time only. 

#400-1 required with glide slope inoperative. 


City, Kansas City; State, Mo.; Airport Name, Mid-Continent; Elev., 1011'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MCI; Procedure No. ILS-01, Arndt. Orig.; Eff Date, 29 Dec. 62 



Platte City Int#__ 

Direct.-.. 

2500 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-% 

Hamflpn Tnt 

Platte City Int# (Final).. 

Direct.. 

2200 

C-dn_ 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1% 

MC LOM 

Platte City Int#. _ ___ 

Direct.. . 

2500 

S-dn-19. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn*—. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar vectoring to final approach authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 005° Outbnd, 185° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles of Platte City Int. 

Minimum altitude over Platte City Int# on final approach crs, 2200'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 185°—3.7 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.7 miles after passing Platte City Int#, turn right, 
climb to 2500', proceed to FRY RBn. 

Note: No weather reporting service during hours 2300-0700 local time. 

•Alternate minimums applicable during hours 0700-2300 local time only. 

#Platte City Int: Int N crs MCI ILS and R-310 MKC-VOR. 

City, Kansas City; State, Mo.; Airport Name, Mid-Continent; Elev., 1011'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MCI; Procedure No. ILS-19, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62 


MAF VOR 

LOM .... 

Direct. 

4500 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

•200-tf 

Goldsmith Int 

LOM (Final)... 

Direct. 

4500 

C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1% 

Pipe Line Int 

LOM__ 

Direct. 

5000 

S-dn-10. 

200-% 

200-% 

200-% 

MiKtaTHT Tnt 

LOM ..... 

Direct. 

5000 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 








— 


Procedure turn S side of W crs, 283° Outbnd, 103° Inbnd, 4500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 4500'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 4500'—6.1 mi; at MM, 3055 —0.6 mi. n IT . . .... ^ wbAn 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 4500 on the ILS east crs within 20 miles or, wneu 
directed by ATC, turn right, climb to 4500' on MAF-VOR R-150 within 20 miles. 

Caution: 40'49' msl TV tower 9.5 miles NW and 3356' msl tower 5.5 miles NE of airport. 

*300-1 required Runways 16L and 34R. Glide slope angle 2°30'. 

City. Midland; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Midland Air Terminal; Elev., 2867';.Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MAF; Procedure No. ILS-10, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. 62, Sup. 

Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 11 Aug. 62 


Ontario VOR.... 
Edgemont Int... 
Riverside LFR_. 
Colton RBn/Int. 
Moreno Int. 


Riverside T.FR r»r 'RVlfrnmfYnt Tnt; 

Direct. 

4200 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

Colton RBn/Int 

Direct.. 

4200 

C-dn*. 

500-1 

500-1 

Colton RBn/Int 

Direct.. 

4200 

S-dn-25*. 

200-% 

200-% 

LOM (Final) 

Direct _ 

2800 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

Colton RBn... 

Direct. 

4200 





200 -K 

500-lH 

200-H 

600-2 


■s Radar transitions and vectoring utilizing March .Radar are authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn NA. Aircraft must be vectored to final approach by radar or proceed via the Colton RBn/Int in accordance with approved transitions. 

Altitude and distance to approach end of runway at Colton RBn/Int, 4200'—10.8 mi; at OM, 2720'—5.9 mi; at Dixon Int#, 1850'—3.0 mi; at MM, 1145 - 
to cross LOM at 2720' authorized after intercepting glide slope on localizer course at minimum altitude, 2800'. „ „ T - x , ... o nn n' on W crs 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.9 miles after passing LOM, climo to 


5 '—0.6 mi. Descent 


within 14.0 miles of ILS LOM. 

Note: Width of localizer course, 4°. . , ^ , 

*If glide slope not utilized, Dixon Int# must be received for minimums of 300-%; otherwise 600-% will apply and 600 ceiling minimum for C-dn. 

#Dixon Int: Int ONT-VOR R-006 and ONT ILS E crs. Dual VHF equipment required. 

City. Ontario; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Ontario International; Elev., 952'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ONT; Procedure No. ILS-25, Amdt. 17; Eff. Date, 29 Dec. t 

Sup. Amdt. No. 16; Dated, 1 Sept. 62 
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Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

SJ LFR. 

LOM. 

Direct 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 


300-1 

500-1 

200-% 

600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

200-% 

600-2 

200-% 

500-1% 

200-% 

600-2 

SEA VOR. 

LOM. 


T-dn##___ 

TM LFR. 

LOM. 

Direct 

b-fin 

Puyallup Int* .—.. 

LOM (Final). 

Direct 

S-dn-34#___ 

A /■] 

SZI RBn. 

LOM.'. . 

Dirppf 

A-an__ 

Burton Int-- 

LOM... 

■L'UUbl- . 



DillbL - 


Radar transitions and vectoring using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with aDDroved radar nattcm* 

Procedure turn E side of S crs, 158° Outbnd, 338° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. NA beyond lOmiles * patterns * 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 2000'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1700'—4.0 mi; at MM 600'—0.3 mi 

Ii visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not acoomnlishAd rlimv* tn ofyyy n ** 

^btoiomiii 580 tobnd ' Wlttta 101111163 Park EBn «• wh6n “ d * ATC - gs-“s? SfSSB 

NOTE^Narro w^ocaH zer bourse , 5 4 b tomedlat6ly N ^ NE of air P ort - ILS point ol touchdown approximately 3000' N of approach end of Kunway 34. 

Other change: Deletes transitions from Vashon Int and Hobart FM. 

♦Transition to Puyallup Int authorized from TM-LFR on crs 020°, 2000' 

condenscr^ilcharge'fl^lfcrs^^^ddle^d^ut^compg^s focat^s, 1 an^altodatod airborne'GQuipment^aje 1 !^^^!^?^ 1 ?^)Derating r )) nwayU |>h ts ' a P P /°^fy r* g ^ ts f 

not bo made unless visual contact with the approach lights has teen StebUshed or ttoXrXlsS “dSid*^ 7 operatlng conditi(m - Dosccnt “«» «28' MSL shall 
#Runway visual range 2600' also authorised for takeoff on Runway 34 In lieu of 200-K when 200 -K authorised, providing high Intensity runway lights are operational 
City, Seattle; State. Wash.; Airport Name, Seattle-Tacoma Intemati^^v., 4M'; Ftw. ILS^nt., I-SEA; Procedure No. ILS-34, Arndt. 20; Efl. Date, 29 Dec. 62; 

These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 313(a), 307(c), 72 Stat. 752, 749; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1348(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November 23,1962. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director, Flight Standards Service . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-11811; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 8:48 a.m.] 


[Reg. Docket No. 1496; Amdt. 300a] 

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

t0 standard ins trument; approach procedures contained herein are being adopted to become effective 
*2 to promote safety. The revised procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classi- 

pnmn? 1 } n ° W in , effec ^ for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the revised procedures specify the 
complete procedure and indicate the changes to the existing procedures. revised procedures speciiy tne 

with the dei 2 and8 immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 

to thepublic MmS is^SieSenot ^SS Se ° tl0n 4 ° f thG Administrative Procedure Act would be contrary 

f U TT^ I inS > r!^ot'i t Vf^ delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 609 is amended as follows: 

1* • lhe ins trument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

arftaSe m d U r tUdeS « ta ' Ce ‘ MSL ' CeUlngs are ta teet ab <™ •»«** “on. Distances are to nautical 


Transition 


From— 


To— 


Course and 
distance 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Lakewood Int. 

Acorn Int. 

Deerfield InL . .. 

Beacon Int . .. 

. 


OH LOM (Final). 

OH LOM. 

OH LOM ."• 

OH LOM.7. 

OH LOM. 


Via OBK R-271 
and NW crs 
OHA ILS. 

Direct. 

Direct.. 

Direct.. 

Direct. 


2500 


2500 

2500 

2500 

2500 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 


2-engine or less 


65 knots 
or less 


More than 
65 knots 


T-dn_ 

O-dn.. 

S-dn-14L#. 
A-dn_ 


300-1 


400-1 

300-% 

600-2 


300-1 


500-1 

300 -% 

600-2 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


200 -% 


500-1}£ 

300-% 

600-2 


Proci‘dure accordance with approved patterns. 

Minimum IdtitiX a? cr ®’ 318 0utbnd * 138 ° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

A1SE at g lld e slope mterception inbnd, 2500'. 

If visual contact noUstJhikS 1100 to approacb end of runway at LOM, 2481'-5.7 mi; at LMM, 900'-0.6 mi. 
climbing turn to 3000'andDmSS' a . utbo rize d !^ din g minimums or if landing not accomplished, turn left to a heading of 120° and climb to 1500', make left 
via OKD R-030^ vl ? ^"<>75 or when directed by ATO (1) climb to 1500', make left turn, climb to 2500' and proceed to OBK-VOR 

Notes: Runway14R ^ turn * climb to 2500' and proceed to Taft (IA) LOM, then direct to OBK VOR. 

Caution: Takeoff sRun^v 1 ^ wh^n w ^*52 ' R J£F% y lih t 0M designated ‘ 4 LHVIA”; Runway 27, LOM designated “TAFT”. No approach lights, 

vhen weather is below 2000-3 will SS ow ?000-3 wdl intercept ORD-VOR R-250 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Takeoffs Runway 32L 

ceduro must be used. UUCM WlU interc ept ORD R-306 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. When conducting a parallel approach, Parallel ILS 14 R and L pro- 
#400-1 required when glide slope not utilized. 

itago, State, Ill.; Airport Name, O’Hare International; Elev., 666'; Fac. Class., ILS; Idcnt., I-OHA; Procedure No. ILS-14L, Amdt. 4; Eff. Date, 15 Dec. 62; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 3; Dated, 2 June 62 
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ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

Lakewood Int 

OR LOM (Final). 

Via OBK R-271 
NW crs ORD 
ILS. 

Direct. 

2200 

2500 

2500 

2500 

2500 

2600 

T-dn#. 

300-1 

400-1 

200-H 

600-2 

300-1 

600-1 

200-H 

600-2 

200-H 
500-1% 
20O-H 
600-2 

Acorn Int 

OR LOM .. 

G-dn.. 

S-dn-14R*%_ 

A-dn__. 

F.lgin Tnt __ __ _ 

OR LOM.. 

Direct.. 


"Rfwrm Tnt _ _ 

OR LOM... 

Direct. .. 

'Dftftrfio.lfl Tnt. _ ._ _ 

OR LOM...-_ 

Direct. 

OBK-VOR 

OR LOM..... 

Direct... 





Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 318° Outbnd, 138° Inbnd, 2600' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope int inbnd, 2200'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at LOM, 2132'—5.3 mi; at LMM, 861'—0.5 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, turn right to a heading of 155° and climb to 1500', then 
make a right climbing turn to 3500' and proceed to DPA-VOR via R-085 or, when directed by ATC, (1) climb to 1500', make left climbing turn to 3000' and proceed to Evanston 
Int via ORD R-075, (2) climb to 1500', make left turn and proceed to OBK-VOR via ORD R-030 and OBK R-135. 

Caution: When conducting a parallel approach, Parallel ILS-14 R and L procedure must be used. 

Notes: Aircraft executing missed approach may, after being reidentified be radar controlled. 4° localizer course. 

%400-% required when glide slope inoperative. 

Note: Runway 14R, LOM designated “ROMEO"; Runway 14L, LOM designated “LIMA”. 

Caution: Takeoffs on Runway 27, when weather is below 2000-3, will intercept ORD-VOR R-250 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Takeoffs on Runway 
32L, when weather is below 2000-3, will intercept ORD-VOR R-306 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. 

♦Runway visual range of 2600' also authorized for landing on Runway 14R; provided, that all components of the ILS, high intensity runway lights, approach lights, condenser 
discharge flashers, middle and outer compass locators and all related airborne equipment are operating satisfactorily. Descent below the authorized landing minimum altitude 
of 867' MSL shall not be made unless visual contact with the approach lights has been established or the aircraft is clear of clouds. 

#Runway visual range 2600' authorized for takeoff in lieu of 200-% when 200-% is authorized, providing high intensity runway lights are in satisfactory operating condition, 

Citv. Chicago; State, Ill.: Airport Name, O’Hare International; Elev., 666'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ORD; Procedure No. ILS-14R, Arndt. 7; Eff. Date, 15 Dec. 62; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 6; Dated, 2 June 62 






T-dn__. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-% 





C-dn__. 

NA 

NA 

NA 





S-dn-14R. 

200-14 

200-14 

200-% 





S-dn-14L*. 

300-% 

300-% 

300-% 





A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 


Procedure turn NA. Radar vectoring to final approach course required. 

Crs, Romeo LOM to Runway 14R, 138°; Lima LOM to Runway 14L, 138°. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 14R, 2200'; 14L, 3200'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 14R, 2132'—5.3 mi; 14L, 2481'—5.7 mi; at MM, 14R, 861'—0.5 mi; 14L, 900'—0.6 mi. 

When advised by the controller or if visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished— 

Runway 14R: Turn right to heading of 155° and climb to 1500', then make right climbing turn to 3500' and proceed to DPA-VOR via R-085. 

Runway 14L: Turn left to heading of 120° and climb to 1500', make left climbing turn to 3000' and proceed to Evanston Int via ORD R-075. 

Runways 14R and 14L: Aircraft executing missed approach may, after being reidentified, be radar controlled. 

Notes: (1) Use of this procedure is mandatory when conducting a parallel ILS approach, and is authorized only when airborne 75 me (or ADF), localizer, and glide slope 
receivers are operating normally. (2) When any required airborne receiver in Note (1) is malfunctioning or a parallel approach is not desired, immediate notification to ATC 
is mandatory. (3) When advised that parallel operations are in progress, the pilot will check his authorization and restrictions for Runways 14 R and L, and be prepared to 
accept or reject an approach to either. (4) When advised by ATC, pilots shall monitor both control and localizer frequencies continuously during the remainder of the approach. 
♦No approach light. 

Citv. Chicago; State, Ill.; Airport Name, O’Hare International; Elev., 666'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ORD and I-OHA; Procedure No. Parallel ILS-14 R and L, Arndt. Orig.; 

Eff. Date, 15 Dec. 62 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 313(a), 307(c), 72 Stat. 752, 749; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1348(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November 23,1962. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director , Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-11810; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 8:48 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

[Navel Orange Reg. 17] 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 907.317 Navel Orange Regulation 17. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907; 27 F.R. 10087), regulating the han¬ 
dling of navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California, ef¬ 
fective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 


674) r and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Navel Orange Administrative 
Committee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of handling of such navel oranges 
as hereinafter provided will tend to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rule-making proce¬ 
dure, and postpone the effective date of 
this section until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion hereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 1001-1011) because the time in¬ 
tervening between the date when infor¬ 
mation upon which this section is based 
became available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient, and a reasonable time 


is permitted, under the circumstances, 
for preparation for such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for navel 
oranges and the need for regulation; in¬ 
terested persons were afforded an oppor¬ 
tunity to submit information and views 
at this meeting; the recommendation 
and supporting information for regula¬ 
tion during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; the 
provisions of this section, including Its 
effective time, are identical with tne 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee, and information concerning suen 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of sue 
navel oranges; it is necessary, m ora 
to effectuate the declared policy oi t 
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act to make this section effective during 
the period herein specified; and com- 
niiance with this section will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
persons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on December 6, 1962. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., December 9, 
1962, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
December 16, 1962, are hereby fixed as 
follows: 

(1) District 1: 1,000,000 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: 81,454 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: 125,000 cartons; 

(iv) District 4: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
“District 4,” and “carton” have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: December 7, 1962. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Acting Director , Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

[FR. Doc. 62-12245; Filed. Dec. 7. 1962; 
11:19 am.] 


PART 947—IRISH POTATOES GROWN 

IN MODOC AND SISKIYOU COUN¬ 
TIES, CALIF., AND IN ALL COUNTIES 

IN OREGON EXCEPT MALHEUR 

COUNTY 

Approval of Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 

Notice of rule making regarding the 
proposed expenses and rate of assess¬ 
ment, to be effective under Marketing 
Agreement No. 114, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 947, as amended (7 CFR Part 
947), regulating the hauling of Irish 
potatoes grown in Modoc and Siskiyou 
Counties in California and all Counties 
in Oregon, except Malheur County, was 
published in the November 10, 1962, 
Federal Register (27 FJEt. 11007). This 
regulator program is effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674). The notice afforded interested 
persons an opportunity to submit data, 
views, or arguments pertaining thereto 
not later than 15 days following pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. None 
was filed. 

After consideration of all relevant mat¬ 
ters, including the proposals set forth in 
the aforesaid notice which were recom¬ 
mended by the Oregon-California Potato 
Committee, established pursuant to the 
said marketing agreement and order, it 
is hereby found and determined that; 

§947.215 Expenses and rale of assess- 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
nKely to be incurred by the Oregon^Cali- 
lorma Potato Committee, established 
Pursuant to Marketing Agreement No. 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

114 and this part, to enable such Com¬ 
mittee to perform its functions under 
provisions of the amended marketing 
agreement and order during the fiscal 
period beginning July 1,1962, and ending 
June 30, 1963, will amount to $21,800.00. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler pursuant to Marketing 
Agreement No. 114 and this part, shall 
be three-tenths of one cent ($0,003) per 
hundredweight of potatoes handled by 
him as the first handler thereof during 
said fiscal period. 

(c) Terms used in this section shall 
have the same meaning as when used in 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order. 

It is hereby found that good cause 
exists for not postponing the effective 
date of this section until 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 1003) in that: (1) The relevant 
provisions of said marketing agreement 
and this part require that rates of assess¬ 
ment fixed for a particular fiscal period 
shall be applicable to all assessable po¬ 
tatoes from the beginning of such period, 
and (2) the current fiscal period began 
July 1, 1962, and the rate of assessment 
herein fixed will automatically apply to 
all assessable potatoes beginning with 
such date. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: December 5,1962. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

[Fit. Doc. 62-12157; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 am.] 


PART 970—CARROTS GROWN IN 
SOUTH TEXAS 

Approval of Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 

Notice of rule making regarding the 
proposed expenses and rate of assess¬ 
ment, to be effective under Marketing 
Ag reem ent No. 142 and Order No. 970 
(7 CFR Part 970), regulating the han¬ 
dling of carrots grown in South Texas, 
was published in the November 15, 1962, 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 11266). This 
regulatory program is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 
The notice afforded interested persons 
an opportunity to submit data, views, or 
arguments pertaining thereto not later 
than 15 days following publication in the 
Federal Register. None was filed. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters, including the proposals set 
forth in the aforesaid notice which were 
recommended by the South Texas Car¬ 
rot Committee, established pursuant to 
the said marketing agreement and order, 
it is hereby found and determined that: 

§ 970.203 Expenses and rate of assess¬ 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred by the South Texas 
Carrot Committee, established under 
Marketing Agreement No. 142 and this 


part, to enable the committee to per¬ 
form its functions under the provisions 
of the marketing agreement and market¬ 
ing order during the fiscal period August 
1, 1962, through July 31, 1963, will 
amount to $34,000.00. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler under Marketing Agree¬ 
ment No. 142 and this part shall be one- 
half-cent ($0,005) per 50 pound sack 
(or crate) of carrots, or the equivalent 
quantity thereof packed in other con¬ 
tainers, handled by him as the first han¬ 
dler thereof during said fiscal period. 

It is hereby found that good cause 
exists for not postponing the effective 
date of this section until 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 1003) in that: (1) The relevant 
provisions of said marketing agreement 
and this part require that rates of as¬ 
sessment fixed for a particular fiscal 
period shall be applicable to all assess¬ 
able carrots from the beginning of such 
period, and (2) the current fiscal period 
began on August 1, 1962, and the rate 
of assessment herein fixed will auto¬ 
matically apply to all assessable carrots 
beginning with such date. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: December 5, 1962. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Acting Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12169; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:47 am.] 

Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY 

PART 80—paratuberculosis in 
DOMESTIC ANIMALS 

Restrictions on Movement 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
4, 5, and 13 of the Act of May 29, 1884, 
as amended, sections 1 and 2 of the Act 
of February 2, 1903, as amended, and 
section 3 of the Act of March 3, 1905, as 
amended (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114a-l, 120, 
121, 125), Part 80, Title 9, Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, is hereby amended in 
the following respects: 

§ 80.1 [Amendment] 

1. Paragraph (f) of § 80.1 is amended 
to read: 

(f) Public stockyard. A stockyard 
designated in § 78.14(a) of this sub¬ 
chapter where trading in livestock is 
carried on, where yarding, feeding, and 
watering facilities are provided by the 
stockyard, transportation, or similar 
company, and where Federal inspection 
is maintained for the inspection of live¬ 
stock for communicable diseases. 

2. A new paragraph (j) is added to 
read: 






12184 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(j) Specifically approved stockyard. 
A stockyard specifically approved with 
respect to brucellosis reactors pursuant 
to § 78.16(b) of this subchapter. 

3. The introductory paragraph of 
§ 80.4 is amended to read: 

§ 80.4 Movement of paratuberculosis re¬ 
actors. 

Domestic animals which have reacted 
to a test recognized by the Secretary of 
Agricultre for paratuberculosis may be 
moved interstate under this part for im¬ 
mediate slaughter direct to a slaughter¬ 
ing establishment operating under the 
provisions of the Meat Inspection Act 
of March 4,1907 (34 Stat. 1260; 21 U.S.C. 
71 et seq.), or a slaughtering establish¬ 
ment specifically approved with respect 
to brucellosis reactors pursuant to 
§ 78.16(b) of this subchapter, or to a 
public stockyard or a specifically ap¬ 
proved stockyard for sale to such a 
slaughtering establishment, in accord¬ 
ance with the following requirements: 
***** 

(Secs. 4, 5, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1, 
2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended, sec. 3, 33 
Stat. 1265, as amended, sec. 13, 65 Stat. 693; 
21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114a-l, 120, 121, 125. In¬ 
terpret or apply secs. 6, 7, 23 Stat. 32, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 115, 117; 19 F.R. 74, as 
amended) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ments shall become effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

The foregoing, amendments make cer¬ 
tain nonsubstantive changes in order to 
clarify the provisions of the regulations 
relating to public stockyards where Fed¬ 
eral inspection is maintained, and spe¬ 
cifically approved stockyards where the 
inspection and handling of livestock are 
adequate for the purposes of these regu¬ 
lations. They should be made effective 
promptly in order to be of maximum 
benefit to persons subject to the regula¬ 
tions involved. Accordingly, under sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), it is found upon good 
cause that notice and other public pro¬ 
cedure with respect to the foregoing 
amendments, are impracticable and un¬ 
necessary, and good cause is found for 
making the effective date thereof less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 4th 
day of December 1962. 

M. R. Clarkson, 
Acting Administrator , 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[P.R. Doc. 62-12159; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 ajn.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Chapter II—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

PART 203—BRIDGE REGULATIONS 

Coney Island Creek, N.Y. 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5 of the River and Harbor Act of August 


18, 1894 (28 Stat. 362; 33 U.S.C. 499), 

§ 203.190 is hereby amended by revising 
subparagraphs (f) (5) and (f) (6) to per¬ 
mit the City of New York highway 
bridge at Stillwell Avenue across Coney 
Island Creek, New York to remain in a 
closed position, effective 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register, as 
follows: 

§ 203.190 Navigable waters in the State 
of New York and their tributaries; 
bridges where constant attendance of 
bridge tenders is not required. 
***** 

(f) The bridges to which this section 
applies, and the regulations applicable in 
each case, are as follows: 

***** 

(5) Coney Island Creek; City of New 
York highway bridge at Harway (Crop- 
sey) Avenue. At least 24 hours’ ad¬ 
vance notice required, except that the 
draw shall be opened promptly at any 
time for the passage of vessels owned, 
controlled, or employed by the United 
States or by the City of New York, upon 
reasonable notice. 

(6) Coney Island Creek; City of New 
York highway bridge at Stillwell Ave¬ 
nue and New York City Transit Author¬ 
ity bridge near Stillwell Avenue. The 
draws of the bridges need not be opened 
for the passage of vessels, and special 
regulations contained in paragraphs (b) 
to (e), inclusive, of this section shall not 
apply to these bridges. 

***** 
[Regs., Nov. 16, 1962, 285/111 (Coney Island 
Creek, N.Y.)—ENGCW-ON] (Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 
362; 33 U.S.C. 499) 

J. C. Lambert, 

Major General, U.S. Army, 

The Adjutant General. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12141; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 10—ATOMIC ENERGY 

Chapter I—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART 2—RULES OF PRACTICE 

PART 50—LICENSING OF PRODUC¬ 
TION AND UTILIZATION FACILITIES 

PART 115—PROCEDURES FOR RE¬ 
VIEW OF CERTAIN NUCLEAR RE¬ 
ACTORS EXEMPTED FROM LICENS¬ 
ING REQUIREMENTS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

On November 2, 1962 (27 F.R. 10706), 
the Atomic Energy Commission pub¬ 
lished for comment proposed amend¬ 
ments of the Commission’s regulations, 
10 CFR Part 2—Rules of Practice, Part 
50—Licensing of Production and Utiliza¬ 
tion Facilities, and Part 115—Procedures 
for Review of Certain Reactors Ex¬ 
empted from Licensing Requirements. 
After an evaluation of the public com¬ 
ments received, the Commission has 
adopted the proposed amendments as 
effective rules. The following statement 
of considerations, with minor changes, 
which appeared in the notice of proposed 


rule making as a statement of considera¬ 
tions, is republished in the interest of its 
continued availability to boards and 
parties. 

Statement of considerations. Public 
Law 87-615 of the 87th Congress, which 
became law on August 29, 1962, adopted 
certain amendments of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act of 1954 designed to permit 
greater flexibility and to encourage in¬ 
formality in the conduct of licensing 
proceedings conducted by the AEC. 

Section 1 of Public Law 87-615 author¬ 
ized the Commission to establish one or 
more atomic safety and licensing boards, 
each composed of three members, two 
of whom shall be technically qualified 
and one of whom shall be qualified in the 
conduct of administrative proceedings, 
to conduct such hearings as the Commis¬ 
sion may direct and make such inter¬ 
mediate or final decisions as it may au¬ 
thorize in proceedings with respect to 
granting, suspending, revoking or 
amending licenses or authorizations. 
The amendment also authorizes the 
Commission to delegate to such a board 
such other regulatory functions as the 
Commission deems appropriate. 

Section 2 of Public Law 87-615 
amended subsection 189a of the Atomic 
Energy Act, which previously required 
a public hearing prior to granting a con¬ 
struction permit as well as prior to 
granting an operating license for a power 
or testing reactor, by limiting the man¬ 
datory hearing requirement to the con¬ 
struction permit stage. The amended 
subsection 189a now authorizes the Com¬ 
mission also to dispense with advance 
public notice with respect to an amend¬ 
ment of a construction permit or an op¬ 
erating license on determining that the 
amendment involves no significant haz¬ 
ards considerations, and in other cases 
to issue an operating license or amend¬ 
ment to a construction permit or oper¬ 
ating license without a hearing but on 
public notice of its intent to do so. 

Section 3 of the Act amends subsec¬ 
tion 182b of the Atomic Energy Act by 
clarifying the scope of review by the Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards 
(ACRS) of applications for licenses for 
power and testing reactors, by providing 
that the referral to the Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on Reactor Safeguards of appli¬ 
cations for amendments of either a con¬ 
struction permit or an operating license 
is discretionary on the part of the Com¬ 
mission. 

The following amendments of the 
Commission’s regulations, 10 CFR Part 
2 —Rules of Practice, Part 50—Licensing 
of Production and Utilization Facilities, 
and Part 115—Procedures for Review of 
Certain Nuclear Reactors Exempted 
from Licensing Requirements, are de¬ 
signed to effectuate the provisions of 
sections 1, 2 and 3 of Public Law 87-615 
relating to the establishment of Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Boards and the 
conduct of licensing proceedings. 

A new § 2.721 is added to Part 2, pro¬ 
viding for the establishment of atomic 
safety and licensing boards and for tneir 
duties and powers. 

A new § 2.756 is added to Part 2 en¬ 
couraging the use of informal P r0 ^ ed1 ^ 
consistent with the Act, the Admim - 
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trative Procedure Act, the Commission’s 
regulations, the orderly conduct of the 
proceedings, and the necessity of preserv¬ 
ing a suitable record for review. 

The pertinent provisions of Part 50, 
which governs the licensing of produc¬ 
tion and utilization facilities, and of Part 
115 , whch establishes so-called “parallel 
procedures” for certain Commission- 
owned reactors not required by the Act 
to be subject to licensing procedures, 
are amended to limit mandatory referral 
of applications to the Advisory Commit¬ 
tee on Reactor Safeguards in accordance 
with the purposes of Public Law 87-615. 
Section 50.59 Authorization of changes , 
tests and experiments is amended to 
eliminate the hearing requirement pres¬ 
ently contained in paragraph (e) (1). 

Pending further experience with these 
procedures, such boards will render 
initial decisions which will be subject to 
review by the Commission in accordance 
with the provisions of its rules of practice 
(10 CFR Part 2) and other pertinent 
provisions of its regulations. 

Informal hearing procedures. The 
Commission has decided that hearings 
in which there are no substantial con¬ 
tested issues among the parties should 
be conducted more informally than has 
heretofore been the practice. 

Regardless of the procedures observed 
by boards in particular cases, the Com¬ 
mission expects that a verbatim tran¬ 
script of the hearing will be made; that 
the hearing will be conducted in an or¬ 
derly manner; that the testimony of 
witnesses will be given under oath; and 
that the parties will have the right to 
introduce evidence and to cross-examine 
witnesses. 

Two members of a board shall consti¬ 
tute a quorum, and a majority vote of 
the board shall be required for a 
decision. 


The kinds of proceedings in which the 
informal hearing procedures will be ob¬ 
served are hearings on applications for 
power and test reactor construction per¬ 
mits and operating licenses in which the 
applicant, the AEC regulatory staff, and 
the ACRS are all in substantial agree¬ 
ment as to the issuance of the proposed 
construction permit or license and the 
essential provisions of the permit or 
license. In conducting hearings and 
rendering intermediate decisions in such 
cases, the board (or other presiding offi¬ 
cer) will be acting for the Commission 
to assure that a thorough evaluation of 
the application has been conducted; that 
the terms of the proposed construction 
permit or license are consistent with the 
results of the evaluations, with Commis¬ 
sion policy, and with the public health 

and to P^vide a public 
rorum where significant questions in¬ 
volved are identified and explored. 

Notice of the hearing will be published 
in the Federal Register at least 30 days 
Prior to the date of the hearing. A 
Public announcement will be issued by 
® Commission with copies of the ACRS 

desL 1 npf tt f^ hed ' The Commis sion will 
the members of the board and 

chS m 6 member wh0 will serve as 
totho h . Approximately 20 days prior 
e hearing, the AEC’s regulatory staff 


will file its staff hazards analysis of the 
application and the applicant will file a 
technical statement containing a sum¬ 
mary description of the reactor and the 
features important to safety. A public 
announcement will be issued by the 
Commission advising of the availability 
of both documents for public examina¬ 
tion and distribution. Copies of these 
documents will be attached to the press 
release mailed to newspapers in the area 
of the proposed facility. Copies of these 
statements will be available for examina¬ 
tion at the AEC’s Public Document Room 
and will be mailed to appropriate State 
and local officials and to other persons 
requesting copies. 

If, after review of the statements pre¬ 
pared by the applicant, AEC staff and 
the report of the ACRS, it appears de¬ 
sirable to the board, or upon request of 
any party to the proceeding, the board 
may arrange for a conference with rep¬ 
resentatives of the applicant, the staff, 
and any other parties. Such conferences 
may be used to assist the board and the 
parties in focusing attention on impor¬ 
tant questions involved in the case, to 
identify the witnesses who will testify 
and to discuss the procedures to be fol¬ 
lowed in the case. If the board feels 
that additional expert testimony would 
be desirable on any particular matter, 
it may request the applicant or the staff, 
as appropriate, to arrange for additional 
experts to testify. In the discretion of 
the board, conferences may be held in 
the office of the board without prior pub¬ 
lic notice. In the absence of objection 
by a party, the taking of a transcript of 
such conferences will not be required. 
In any such case, it is expected that any 
agreements reached or decisions made at 
the conference will be reduced to writing 
and will be incorporated promptly in the 
formal record of the hearing without 
prejudice to the rights of any subsequent 
intervenor. In any event, the board will 
be expected at the opening of the hear¬ 
ing to state on the record that such a 
conference has been held and the time 
and place of the meeting and the persons 
who attended. 

There is described below, for the gen¬ 
eral guidance of boards and hearing ex¬ 
aminers, a type of procedure for uncon¬ 
tested hearings on applications for con¬ 
struction permits and operating licenses. 

All witnesses of the applicant, AEC 
staff, state governments and intervenors, 
may be collectively sworn at the opening 
of the hearings; if additional represent¬ 
atives or experts are called upon in the 
proceeding at a subsequent stage they 
may be sworn at the time of their 
appearance. 

Since the board will have been pro¬ 
vided with the statements of the appli¬ 
cant and the AEC staff, the ACRS re¬ 
port and the application as amended, 
all of which will constitute a part of the 
record of the proceeding, there will be 
no need for a detailed oral recital of the 
same facts. With respect to the par¬ 
ticularly significant questions which the 
board will have identified from its re¬ 
view of those documents before the hear¬ 
ing, and in the prehearing conference, 
the board may consider these specific 
problems in sequence at the hearing. It 


may develop the parties’ positions with 
respect to these questions by receiving 
statements from each of the parties in 
turn, beginning with the applicant. 
Members of the board will be free at 
any time to ask questions. The board 
should also assure opportunity on an 
orderly basis for each party represented 
at the hearing to comment on state¬ 
ments made by representatives of other 
parties. In accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice (10 CFR Part 
2), interested members of the public 
may apply for leave to participate either 
as formal parties or by making limited 
appearance to make statements on their 
position. 

Subject to the requirements of appli¬ 
cable law and regulations the board will 
not be expected, except as indicated be¬ 
low, to make formal recitals of findings 
in greater detail than general or ulti¬ 
mate findings on the issues specified in 
the notice of hearing. To the extent, 
however, that there may be disagree¬ 
ments between any of the parties, or 
between any party and the board, as to 
particular provisions of a construction 
permit or license, the board will be ex¬ 
pected to make such detailed findings of 
fact as are appropriate to support the 
decisions reached. 

Boards will be expected in their opin¬ 
ions to discuss the principal safety mat¬ 
ters involved in issuance of the proposed 
construction permit or license with em¬ 
phasis on those advances in reactor tech¬ 
nology which might be of significance 
from a safety standpoint. In this sense, 
the board’s opinion should be prepared 
with the objective of familiarizing the 
Commission with the reasons for the 
board’s conclusions. In addition, the 
board will afford each party opportunity 
to propose such findings as the party 
considers appropriate, and the board 
shall rule thereon in its decision. 

In any case, and especially where it ap¬ 
pears during the course of such a hear¬ 
ing that a disagreement among any of 
the parties has developed, or that a dis¬ 
agreement between the parties and the 
board has developed, the board will as¬ 
sure that each party has full op¬ 
portunity to present evidence concern¬ 
ing any matter which is material to the 
decision of the case, to cross-examine 
the representatives of other parties and 
to propose findings of fact, in order to 
assure that the record of the proceeding 
fully reflects the positions of each party 
and the technical and factual bases 
therefor. 

At the start of the hearing the board 
will announce the procedures to be 
followed in the conduct of the hearing. 

When procedures such as those de¬ 
scribed above have been used in a num¬ 
ber of cases, the Commission will be in 
a position to reassess their usefulness. 

In the absence of a request by an ap¬ 
plicant or an intervenor, the Commission 
will not normally direct that a hearing 
be held at the operating license stage 
of a proceeding to issue a license or 
authorization for a power or testing 
reactor, unless there is a difficult safety 
problem of unusual public importance 
or there is substantial public interest 
which would warrant that course. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


The Commission intends to adopt 
from time to time any further amend¬ 
ments of its regulations which ex¬ 
perience in the operation of atomic 
safety and licensing boards may indi¬ 
cate as being necessary or desirable. 
The Commission welcomes comments on 
its regulations as well as suggestions 
for improvement. 

Inasmuch as these rules relate to 
agency procedure and practice, the Com¬ 
mission has found that good cause exists 
to make them effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register. 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act of 1946, the following 
rules are published as a document sub¬ 
ject to codification, to be effective upon 
publication in the Federal Register. 

1. A new § 2.721 is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 2.721 Atomic safety and licensing 
boards. 

The Commission may from time to 
time establish one or more atomic safety 
and licensing boards, each composed of 
three members, two of whom will be 
technically qualified and one of whom 
will be qualified in the conduct of ad¬ 
ministrative proceedings, to preside in 
such proceedings for granting, suspend¬ 
ing, revoking, or amending licenses or 
authorizations as the Commission may 
designate. An atomic safety and licens¬ 
ing board shall have the duties and may 
exercise the powers in any such case 
of a presiding officer as granted by 
§ 2.718 and otherwise in this part. At 
any time when such a board is in exist¬ 
ence but is not actually in session, any 
powers which could be exercised by a 
presiding officer or by the chief hearing 
examiner may be exercised with respect 
to such a proceeding by the chairman of 
the board having jurisdiction over it. 

2. A new § 2.756 is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 2.756 Informal procedures. 

The Commission encourages the use 
of informal procedures consistent with 
the Act, the Administrative Procedure 
Act, and the regulations in this chapter, 
and with the orderly conduct of the 
proceeding and the necessity for preserv¬ 
ing a suitable record for review. 

3. Section 50.58 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 50.58 Hearings and report of the Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards. 

(a) Each application for a construc¬ 
tion permit or an operating license for 
a facility which is of a type described 
in § 50.21(b) or § 50.22, or for a testing 
facility, shall be referred to the Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards for 
a review and report. Each application 
for an amendment to such a construc¬ 
tion permit or operating license shall be 
referred to the Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards for review and re¬ 
port, unless the Commission finds that 
no significant hazards consideration is 
presented. Any report shall be made 
part of the record of the application 
and available to the public, except to the 


extent that security classification pre¬ 
vents disclosure. 

(b) The Commission will hold a hear¬ 
ing after 30 days’ notice and publication 
once in the Federal Register on each 
application for a construction permit for 
a production or utilization facility which 
is of a type described in § 50.21(b) or 
§ 50.22 or which is a testing facility. 
When a construction permit has been is¬ 
sued for such a facility following the 
holding of a public hearing and an appli¬ 
cation is made for an operating license or 
for an amendment to a construction 
permit or operating license, the Commis¬ 
sion may hold a hearing after 30 days’ 
notice and publication once in the 
Federal Register or, in the absence of a 
request therefor by any person whose in¬ 
terest may be affected, may issue an 
operating license or an amendment to a 
construction permit or operating license 
without a hearing, upon 30 days’ notice 
and publication once in the Federal 
Register of its intent to do so. If the 
Commission finds that no significant 
hazards consideration is presented by an 
application for an amendment to a con¬ 
struction permit or operating license, it 
may dispense with such notice and pub¬ 
lication and may issue the amendment. 

4. Subparagraph (1) of § 50.59(e) is 
amended by deleting in the first sentence 
the words, “and will order a public hear¬ 
ing in accordance with applicable 
procedures’’. 

As amended, subparagraph (1) of 
§ 50.59(e) reads as follows: 

§ 50.59 Authorization of changes, tests 
and experiments. 

* * * * * 

(e) * * * 

(1) If the Commission determines 
that the proposed change, test or experi¬ 
ment presents significant hazards con¬ 
sideration not described or implicit in 
the hazards summary report it will refer 
the request to the Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards. The Commission 
will promptly notify the licensee of any 
referral to the Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards. 

5. Section 115.46 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 115.46 Hearings and reports of the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards. 

(a) Each application for an author¬ 
ization to construct or operate a nuclear 
reactor subject to this part shall be re¬ 
ferred to the Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards for a review and re¬ 
port. Each application for an amend¬ 
ment to such a construction authoriza¬ 
tion or operating authorization shall be 
referred to the Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards for a review and re¬ 
port, unless the Commission finds that 
no significant hazards consideration is 
presented. Any report shall be made 
part of the record of the application and 
available to the public, except to the 
extent that security classification pre¬ 
vents disclosure. 

(b) The Commission will hold a hear¬ 
ing after 30 days’ notice and publication 
once in the Federal Register on each 
application for authorization to con¬ 


struct a nuclear reactor subject to this 
part. When a construction authoriza¬ 
tion has been issued for such a nuclear 
reactor following the holding of a pub¬ 
lic hearing and an application is made 
for an operating authorization or for 
an amendment to a construction au¬ 
thorization or operating authorization 
the Commission may hold a hearing 
after 30 days’ notice and publication once 
in the Federal Register or, in the ab¬ 
sence of a request therefor by any per¬ 
son whose interest may be affected, may 
issue an operating authorization or an 
amendment to a construction authori¬ 
zation or operating authorization with¬ 
out a hearing, upon 30 days’ notice and 
publication once in the Federal Register 
of its intent to do so. If the Commission 
finds that no significant hazards con¬ 
sideration is presented by an application 
for an amendment to a construction 
authorization or operating authoriza¬ 
tion, it may dispense with such notice 
and publication and may issue the 
amendment. 

(Secs. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201; secs. 
182, 189, 191, Public Law 87-615, 87th Cong, 
August 29, 1962) 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 6th 
day of December 1962. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Woodford B. McCool, < 
Secretary, I 

[P.R. Doc. 62-12210; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 


Title 20—EMPLOYEES’ BENEFITS 


Chapter IV—Employees’ Compensa¬ 
tion Appeals Board, Department of 

Labor 

PART 501—RULES OF PROCEDURE 
PART 502—RULES OF PROCEDURE 

Pursuant to section 32 of the Federal 
Employees’ Compensation Act (39 Stat 
749; 5 U.S.C. 783), Reorganization Plan 
No. 2 of 1946 (60 Stat. 1095, 3 CFR 1943- 
48 Comp., p. 1064), and Reorganization 
Plan No. 19 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1272, 3 CFR 
1949-53 Comp., p. 1010), Chapter IV of 
Title 20, Code of Federal Regulations, is 
hereby amended in the manner indicated 
below. 

The principal changes accomplished 
by the amendments are the consolida¬ 
tion of the materials heretofore pub¬ 
lished in Parts 501 and 502 of this chap¬ 
ter, extensive editorial changes, and 
clarification of procedures. 

The revisions shall become effective 
upon publication in the Federal Register 
since the rules are within the public 
benefits exemption to section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act and are 
procedural in nature. 

The amendments are hereinafter set; 
forth. 

1. Part 502 is hereby deleted. 

2. Part 501 is revised to read as fol¬ 
lows: 


Sec. 

501.1 

501.2 


nitions. 

pe and applicability of rul , 
imposition and jurisdiction 
ie Board. 
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501.3 Application for review. 

501.4 Transmittal of record. 

501.5 Oral argument. 

501.6 Decisions. 

501.7 Petition for reconsideration. 

501.8 Docket of proceedings; inspection of 

docket and records. 

501.9 Regulation of proceedings. 

501.10 Number of copies of pleadings and 

related documents; service. 

501.11 Appearances. 

501.12 Intervention. 

501.13 Place of proceedings. 

Authority: §§ 501.1 to 501.13 issued under 
sec. 32, 39 Stat. 749, 5 U.S.C. 783; sec. 3, Re¬ 
organization Plan No. 2 of 1946, 60 Stat. 1095; 
3 CFR 1943-48 Comp., p. 1064; sec. 2, Re¬ 
organization Plan No. 19 of 1950, 64 Stat. 
1272; 3 CFR 1949-53 Comp., p. 1010. 

§ 501.1 Definitions. 

(a) “Act” means the Federal Em¬ 
ployees’ Compensation Act and any 
statutory extension or application there¬ 
of. 

(b) “Board” means the Employees’ 
Compensation Appeals Board. 

(c) “Bureau” means the Bureau of 
Employees’ Compensation. 

(d) “Director” means the Director of 
the Bureau. 

(e) “Party” means any person admit¬ 
ted and named as a party on the docket 
of the Board, including any intervenors. 

(f) “Counsel” includes any person who 
is a member in good standing of the bar 
of the Supreme Court of the United 
States or the highest court of any State, 
territory, or the District of Columbia. 

§ 501.2 Scope and applicability of rules; 
composition and jurisdiction of the 
Board. 

(a) The regulations in this part pro¬ 
vide the rules of practice of the Board 
in hearing and deciding appeals from 
final decisions of the Bureau. 

(b) The Board consists of three mem¬ 
bers appointed by the Secretary of Labor, 
one of whom is designated as Chairman 
of the Board and administrative officer. 

(c) The Board has jurisdiction to con¬ 
sider and decide appeals from the final 
decision of the Bureau in any case aris¬ 
ing under the Act. The Board may re¬ 
view all relevant questions of law, fact, 
and discretion in such cases. There 
shall be no appeal with respect to any 
interlocutory matter disposed of by the 
Bureau during the pendency of a case. 
The review of a case shall be limited 
to the evidence in the case record which 
was before the Bureau at the time of its 
final decision. 

§ 501.3 Application for review. 

(a) Who may file. Any person ad¬ 
versely affected by a final decision of the 
Director, or his duly authorized repre¬ 
sentative, may file an application for 
review of such decision by the Board. 

(b) Place of filing. Any application 
for review shall be filed with the Clerk 
of the Board, Employees’ Compensation 
Appeals Board, U.S. Department of 
Labor, Washington 25, D.C. 

(c) Form of application; contents. An 
application for review should be filed 
with the Board upon Form AB-1 (Appli- 
cation for Review). Any application 
made without the use of the form shall 
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contain the following information: The 
full name and address of the applicant, 
the name of the injured or deceased em¬ 
ployee, the employing establishment, the 
case file number assigned to the case by 
the Bureau, a description of the par¬ 
ticular injury involved, the date of the 
injury, the place of injury, and the date 
of the decision being appealed. If the 
applicant is being represented by an¬ 
other person in the proceeding, the name 
and address of such representative should 
be stated. Each application shall in¬ 
clude a succinct statement indicating 
the contentions of the applicant and 
describing with particularity any find¬ 
ings of fact, conclusions of law, or ex¬ 
ercise of (or failure to exercise) discre¬ 
tion complained of. Any application con¬ 
taining incomplete information shall be 
returned to the applicant with a descrip¬ 
tion of the additional information needed 
and a reasonable opportunity for fur¬ 
nishing any such information shall be 
allowed. 

(d) Time for filing. (1) Except as 
provided in subparagraph (2) of this 
paragraph, any application for review 
by a person residing within the United 
States or Canada must be filed within 
90 days from the date of issuance of the 
final decision of the Director, and any 
application for review by a person re¬ 
siding outside the United States or Can¬ 
ada must be filed within 180 days from 
the date of issuance. 

(2) For good cause shown, the Board 
may in its discretion waive a failure to 
file an application within the time limita¬ 
tions provided in subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph, but for no longer than 
one year from the date of issuance of 
the final decision of the Director. 

(3) The date of filing of an applica¬ 
tion for review shall be the date upon 
which the application is received by the 
Board. 

(e) Briefs and supporting statements. 
Any application for review may be ac¬ 
companied by a brief or supporting state¬ 
ment. 

§ 501.4 Transmittal of record. 

The Board shall serve upon the Direc¬ 
tor a copy of each application for re¬ 
view and any brief or supporting state¬ 
ment accompanying it. Within 30 days 
from the date of such service, the Di¬ 
rector shall transmit to the Board the 
record of the proceeding to which the 
application refers and such statement 
in support of his decision or other plead¬ 
ing as he may consider necessary, but 
on application of the Director, the Board 
may in its discretion extend such time. 

§ 501.5 Oral argument. 

(a) Notice. Whenever any party re¬ 
quests an opportunity to present oral 
argument the Board shall schedule the 
case for argument. Each party shall be 
notified at least ten days before the date 
of argument. The notice shall state the 
issues to be heard, as determined by the 
Board. 

(b) Time allowed. Generally not more 
than 1 hour shall be allowed for oral 
argument by any party although in ap¬ 
propriate cases the Board may in its 
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discretion extend or shorten the time al¬ 
lowed. 

(c) Failure to respond to notice. 
Failure to respond to a notice of oral 
argument shall not prejudice the rights 
of any party to the proceeding. The 
Board in its discretion may set the case 
for further argument upon notice or it 
may proceed to dispose of the appeal 
pursuant to § 501.6. 

§ 501.6 Decisions. 

(a) The decision of the Board shall 
contain a written opinion setting forth 
the reasons for the action taken and an 
appropriate order. The decision may 
consist of affirmance, reversal, remand 
for further development of the evidence, 
or other appropriate action. A copy of 
the decision shall be sent by the Board 
to all parties in interest. The case record 
shall be returned to the Director with a 
copy of the decision. 

(b) A decision of not less than two 
members shall be the decision of the 
Board. 

(c) The decision of the Board shall be 
final as to the subject matter appealed 
and such decision shall not be subject 
to review, except by the Board. 

(d) The decision of the Board shall 
be final upon the expiration of 30 days 
from the date of the filing of the order, 
unless the Board shall in its order fix a 
different period of time or reconsidera¬ 
tion by the Board is granted. 

§ 501.7 Petition for reconsideration. 

(a) Procedure for filing. A petition 
for reconsideration of a decision of the 
Board may be filed with the Board within 
30 days from the date of the order, or, 
if another period is specified in the 
order, then prior to the time when the 
order becomes final. The petition shall 
state the grounds relied upon, including 
any matters claimed to have been er¬ 
roneously decided and shall specify the 
alleged errors. The petition may be in 
letter form. 

(b) Answer; procedure for disposition 
of petitions. Upon the filing of a peti¬ 
tion for reconsideration, each of the 
other parties to the proceeding may file 
an answer thereto within such time as 
may be fixed by the Board. If recon¬ 
sideration should be granted, reargu¬ 
ment upon reasonable notice may be al¬ 
lowed in the discretion of the Board. 
After reconsideration of a case the Board 
shall either grant or deny the petition. 

§ 501.8 Docket of proceedings; inspec¬ 
tion of docket and records. 

(a) Maintenance of docket. A docket 
of all proceedings shall be maintained by 
the Board. Each proceeding shall be 
assigned a number in chronological order 
upon the date on which an application 
for review is received. Each proceeding 
shall be generally considered in the or¬ 
der in which it is docketed, although for 
good cause shown the Board may ad¬ 
vance the order in which a particular 
case is to be considered. Correspondence 
or further applications in connection 
with any pending case shall refer to the 
docket number of that case. 

(b) Inspection of docket and records . 
The docket of the Board shall be open to 
public inspection. The Board shall 
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publish its decisions in such form as to 
be readily available for inspection, and 
shall allow the public inspection thereof 
at the permanent location of the Board. 
The papers and documents included in 
the record of any proceeding shall be 
made available to any party in interest 
as provided in 29 CFR 2.6(b). The 
Board shall exercise the functions of the 
Secretary of Labor prescribed in 29 CFR 
2.6(b). Such inspection shall be per¬ 
mitted at reasonable times during busi¬ 
ness hours upon written request there¬ 
for filed with the Board by an interested 
party. Any request must set forth (1) 
the interest of the applicant in the pro¬ 
ceeding, and (2) a description of the 
specific materials desired to be in¬ 
spected. Any request will be denied as 
to any papers or documents which the 
Board determines are confidential, in¬ 
cluding, but without limitation, papers 
and documents containing information 
affecting the security of the United 
States or adversely affecting the interests 
of the United States or medical or other 
information which might result in dam¬ 
age or harm to the appellant or any other 
person. 

§ 501.9 Regulation of proceedings. 

The proceedings shall be conducted 
under the supervision of the Chairman 
or Acting Chairman, who shall regulate 
such matters as the granting of continu¬ 
ances, acceptance of briefs and other 
procedural matters. 

§ 501.10 Number 6f copies of pleadings 
and related documents; service. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 

(b) of this section, any application, 
pleading, petition, brief or other memo¬ 
randum shall be filed in duplicate 
(original and 1 copy) with the Board; 
the Board shall serve the copy upon the 
other party. 

(b) Instead of filing the duplicate of 
any such document with the Board, the 
party submitting it may serve the dupli¬ 
cate or copy directly upon the Director 
and make a notation to that effect upon 
the copy filed with the Board. 

(c) Any notice or order required un¬ 
der this part to be given or served shall 
be by certified or registered mail or by 
personal service. 

§ 501.11 Appearances. 

(a) Representation. In any proceed¬ 
ing before the Board, a party may ap¬ 
pear in person, or by counsel or any 
other duly authorized person, including 
any accredited representative of an em¬ 
ployee organization. No person shall be 
recognized as representing an appel¬ 
lant or intervenor unless there shall be 
filed with the Board a statement in writ¬ 
ing, signed by the party to be repre¬ 
sented, authorizing such representation. 
Such representative when accepted shall 
continue to be recognized unless he 
should abandon such capacity, with¬ 
draw, or the appellant or intervenor di¬ 
rects otherwise. 

(b) Former members of the Board ; 
other employees of the Department of 
Labor. A former member of the Board 
shall not be allowed to participate as 
counsel or other representative before 
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the Board in any proceeding until two 
years from the termination of his status 
as a Board member. The practice of 
other former employees of the Depart¬ 
ment of Labor are governed by 29 CFR 
2.2 and 2.3. 

(c) Debarment of counsel or other 
representative. Whenever in any pro¬ 
ceeding the Board finds that a person 
acting as counsel or other representative 
for any party to the proceeding is guilty 
of unethical or unprofessional conduct, 
the Board may order that such person 
be excluded from further acting as coun¬ 
sel or other representative in such pro¬ 
ceeding. An appeal may be taken to the 
Secretary of Labor from such an order, 
but the proceeding shall not be delayed 
or suspended pending disposition of the 
appeal, although the Board may suspend 
the proceeding for a reasonable time for 
the purpose of enabling the party to ob¬ 
tain different counsel or other represent¬ 
ative. Whenever the Board has issued 
an order precluding a person from fur¬ 
ther acting as counsel or other represent¬ 
ative in a proceeding, the Board shall 
within a reasonable time thereafter sub¬ 
mit to the Secretary of Labor a report 
of the facts and circumstances surround¬ 
ing the issuance of the order, and shall 
recommend what action the Secretary 
of Labor should take in regard to the 
appearance of such person as counsel or 
other representative in other proceed¬ 
ings before the Board. Before any ac¬ 
tion is taken debarring such person as 
counsel or representative from other 
proceedings, he shall be furnished notice 
and opportunity to be heard on the 
matter. 

(d) Fees. No claim for legal or other 
service rendered in respect to a proceed¬ 
ing before the Board to or on account of 
any person, shall be valid unless ap¬ 
proved by the Board of by a member 
thereof. No contract for a stipulated 
fee or for a fee upon a contingent basis 
shall be recognized by the Board, and no 
fee for service shall be approved except 
upon an application to the Board sup¬ 
ported by a sufficient statement of the 
extent and character of the necessary 
work done before the Board on behalf of 
the interested party. Except where such 
representation is gratuitous, the fee ap¬ 
proved by the Board, or by a member 
thereof, shall be reasonably com¬ 
mensurate with the actual necessary 
work performed by such representative, 
taking into account the capacity in which 
the representative has appeared, the 
amount of the compensation involved, 
and the circumstances of the appellant. 

§ 501.12 Intervention. 

The Board may permit any person 
whose rights may be affected by any pro¬ 
ceeding before the Board to intervene 
therein whenever such person shows in 
a written petition to intervene that such 
rights are so affected. The petition 
should state with precision and particu¬ 
larity (a) the rights affected; and (b) 
the nature of any argument he intends 
to make. 

§ 501.13 Place of proceedings. 

The Board shall sit in Washington, 
D.C. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 3d 
day of December 1962. 

W. Willard Wirtz, 
Secretary of Labor. 

[P.R. Doc. 62-12151; Filed, Dec. 7, 19 ( 52 - 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

PART 1—GENERAL RULES OF 
PRACTICE 

Filing of Applications for Certificates 

of Registration by Motor Common 

Carriers 

At a general session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, held at its of¬ 
fice in Washington, D.C., on the 19th 
day of November, A.D. 1962. 

It appearing that the matter of spe¬ 
cial rules governing notice of filing of 
applications for certificates of registra¬ 
tion by motor common carriers under 
section 206(a) (7) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, as amended October 15, 1962, 
and certain other procedural matters 
with respect thereto being under con¬ 
sideration: 

It is ordered, That the following spe¬ 
cial rules be, and they are hereby, 
prescribed: 

§ 1.244 Special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications for cer¬ 
tificates of registration by motor 
common carriers under section 206 
(a) (7) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, as amended October 15, 1962, 
and certain other procedural matters 
with respect thereto. 

(a) Scope of special rules. These spe¬ 
cial rules govern the filing and handling 
of applications for “grandfather” cer¬ 
tificates of registration by motor com¬ 
mon carriers under section 206(a)(7) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act, as 
amended October 15, 1962. Except as 
otherwise herein provided, the general 
rules of practice shall apply. 

(b) Notice to interested persons. No¬ 
tice to interested persons of the filing 
of such applications shall be given by 
the publication in the Federal Register 
of the applicant’s name and address, the 
name and address of applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative, if any, and appropriate iden¬ 
tification (by number, date of issuance, 
and name of issuing authority) of the 
State certificate(s) and any amend¬ 
ments thereto to be registered. The op¬ 
erating authority embraced in such State 
certificates will not be published. No 
other notice by applicants to interested 
persons is required, except that appli¬ 
cants are not relieved from the obliga¬ 
tions to file copies of the applications 
with State Boards and the District Di¬ 
rectors of the Commission’s Bureau of 
Motor Carriers as required by the in¬ 
structions which are a part of the pre¬ 
scribed form of application. 

(c) Protests. (1) Protests to the 
granting of an application may be filed 
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with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date notice of the filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. 

(2) Failure seasonably to file a protest 
will be construed as a waiver of opposi¬ 
tion and participation in the proceeding. 

(3) Protests shall set forth specifi¬ 
cally the grounds upon which they are 
made and contain a concise statement 
of the interest of the protestant in the 
proceeding. Protests containing gen¬ 
eral allegations may be rejected. 

(4) A protest filed under these special 
rules shall be served upon applicant’s 
representative (or applicant, if no prac¬ 
titioner representing him is named in 
the notice of filing published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register). The original and six 
copies of the protest shall be filed with 
the Commission. 

(d) Requests for hearing. Any re¬ 
quest for an oral hearing shall set forth 
specifically the grounds therefor. The 
Commission will determine whether or 
not assignment of the application for 
hearing is necessary or desirable. 

It is further ordered, That this order 
shall become effective on the date 
hereof. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
of this order shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy in the 
Office of the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion and by filing a copy with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

(Secs. 12, 17, 24 Stat. 383, as amended, 385, 
as amended, secs. 204, 205, 206, 49 Stat. 546, 
as amended, 548, as amended, 551, as amend¬ 
ed, sec. 304, 54 Stat. 933, sec. 403, 56 Stat. 
285; and 49 U.S.C. 12, 17, 304, 305, 306, 904, 
1003) 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 62-12164; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


PART 7—LIST OF FORMS, PART II, 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT 

Application for Motor Carrier “Grand¬ 
father” Certificate of Registration 

At a general session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission held at its office 
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in Washington, D.C., on the 19th day of 
November, A.D. 1962. 

Pursuant to section 206(a)(7) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended 
October 15, 1962, and good cause there¬ 
for appearing, the use of a new form for 
application for motor carrier ‘‘grand¬ 
father” certificates of registration being 
under consideration: 

It is ordered, That Application for 
Motor Carrier “Grandfather” Certificate 
of Registration, Form BOR 99 1 (§ 7.99), 
which is attached hereto and incorpo¬ 
rated into this order, be, and it is hereby, 
prescribed and approved. 

It is further ordered, That 49 CFR 
Part 7, be, and it is hereby, amended 
by adding § 7.99 BOR 99 to read as 
follows: 

§ 7.99 BOR 99. 

Application for Motor Carrier “Grand¬ 
father” Certificate of Registration, Form 
BOR 99, to be used only by common 
carriers by motor vehicle who or which, 
on October 15, 1962, had a State cer¬ 
tificate (s) filed with and accepted by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission as 
evidence of authority to operate in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce under the 
certificate exemption provisions of the 
former second proviso of section 206(a) 
( 1 ). 

It is further ordered. That Form BOR 
99 (49 CFR 7.99) be filed on or before 
February 12, 1963, at the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington 25, 
D.C. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
of this order shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy thereof 
in the office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., and by filing 
a copy with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

(Sec. 206(a)(7), 49 U.S.C. 306(a)(7), secs. 1, 
2, Pub. Law 87-805) 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12165; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


1 Form filed as part of the original docu¬ 
ment. 
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Title 46—SHIPPING 

Chapter II—Maritime Administration, 
Department of Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER A—POLICY, PRACTICE AND 
PROCEDURE 

[General Order 85, Arndt. 1] 

PART 206—MISCELLANEOUS FEES 

Subpart A—Charges for Statistical or 
Economic Data 

Charges 

Effective as of November 21, 1962, 
§ 206.4 of this subpart is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 206.4 Charges. 

(a) To recover the cost to the Federal 
Government of statistical or economic 
data furnished within the purview of 
§ 206.3, including the direct and indirect 
costs thereof, the Maritime Administra¬ 
tion will make a charge of: 

$6.00 per hour for regular time, and 
$9.00 per hour for overtime, 

for each employee’s time required to pro¬ 
duce the information. 

(b) Although the rates set forth in 
paragraph (a) of this section apply spe¬ 
cifically to data for use in connection 
with applications for operating-differ¬ 
ential subsidy, the same hourly rates will 
be charged for other types of statistical 
or economic data requested, which are 
determined by the Maritime Administra¬ 
tion to provide a special benefit to the 
recipient. 

Note: Effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register the agency name “Federal 
Maritime Board” in this subpart shall read 
“Maritime Subsidy Board”. 

(Sec. 204, 49 Stat. 1987, as amended, 46 U.S.C. 
1114) 

Dated: December 6, 1962. 

By order of the Maritime Adminis¬ 
trator. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12211; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 









Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 
[ 36 CFR Part 1 ] 

CAPE HATTERAS NATIONAL SEA¬ 
SHORE RECREATIONAL AREA 

Proposed Designation of Aircraft 
Landing Area 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of the Interior by section 3 of the Act 
of August 25,1916 (39 Stat. 535; 16 U.S.C. 
3), it is proposed to amend § 1.61 of Title 
36, Code of Federal Regulations, as is 
set forth below. The purpose of this 
amendment is to designate a landing 
area for aircraft at Cape Hatteras Na¬ 
tional Seashore Recreational Area. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in the rule making process. Ac¬ 
cordingly, interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or ob¬ 
jections with respect to the proposed 
amendment to the Director, National 
Park Service, Washington 25, D.C., with¬ 
in thirty days of the date of publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 

A new subparagraph (8) is added to 
paragraph (a) of § 1.61 to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1,61 Aircraft. 

(a) No person shall land aircraft on 
land or water on any Federally-owned 
area within any national park or monu¬ 
ment, other than at one of the following 
designated landing areas: 

***** 

(8) Billy Mitchell Airstrip, located ap¬ 
proximately six miles southwest of Cape 
Hatteras Lighthouse on Hatteras Island. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 

December 4, 1962. 

[FR. Doc. 62-12150; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 52 3 
CANNED ORANGE JUICE 

Proposed United States Standards for 
Grades 1 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture is consider¬ 
ing amendments to the United States 


1 Compliance with the provisions of these 
standards shall not excuse failure to comply 
with the provisions of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act or with applicable 
state laws and regulations. 
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Standards for Grades of Canned Orange 
Juice (§§ 52.1551-52.1562) pursuant to 
the authority contained in the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Act of 1946 (secs. 202- 
208, 60 Stat. 1087, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
1621-1627). 

The proposal would affect the analyti¬ 
cal requirements under the factor of 
flavor for canned orange juice produced 
from oranges grown in Florida and Texas 
only, by reducing the acid requirement 
for U.S. Grade A unsweetened orange 
juice and sweetened orange juice from 
a minimum of 0.75 gram (or 0.70 gram 
in the case of highly colored orange 
juice) to 0.65 gram per 100 ml. of juice; 
and that of U.S. Grade C sweetened 
orange juice from 0.65 gram to 0.60 gram 
per 100 ml. of juice. 

Statement of consideration leading to 
the proposed amendments. The matter 
of establishing suitable Brix, acid, and 
Brix-acid ratio limits in United States 
Standards for Canned Orange Juice has 
been given careful consideration by the 
Department over a long period of time. 
As a result of Department studies, con¬ 
sultation with, and recommendation 
from, producers and other interested 
parties, changes in the Standards have 
been made several times since they were 
first issued. 

Consumer preference studies made by 
the Department indicate good accept¬ 
ance over a wide range of Brix-acid ra¬ 
tios, from the relatively tart to relatively 
sweet. These studies show two approxi¬ 
mately equal group preferences: one for 
a low ratio juice which has a tart taste 
and another for a high ratio juice which 
has a relatively sweet taste at the same 
degree of Brix (approximately the same 
amount of fruit sugar). The acidity of 
many well accepted juices was equal to 
or slightly lower than the minimum 
acidity now proposed for U.S. Grade A. 

The proposal is made at the request of 
Florida and Texas producers and would 
reduce slightly the minimum acid re¬ 
quirement for both U.S. Grade A and 
UJS. Grade C and would be applicable 
only to canned orange juice produced 
from oranges grown in Florida and 
Texas. 

In the five years ending with the 1961- 
62 season Florida and Texas produced 
approximately 95 percent, with Texas 
only about three percent, of the total 
U.S. pack of canned orange juice. 

Recognizing the intrinsic differences, 
particularly in the acid and Brix-acid 
ratios between canned orange juice pro¬ 
duced in Florida and Texas, and that 
produced from oranges grown in Cal¬ 
ifornia and Arizona, no changes are pro¬ 
posed for canned orange juice produced 
from oranges grown in the latter two 
states. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posed amendments should file the same 
with the Chief, Processed Products 
Standardization and Inspection Branch, 


Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25, 
D.C., not later than 30 days after publi¬ 
cation hereof in the Federal Register. 

The proposed amendments are as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. Subdivision (ii) of 1 52.1559(a)(1) 
is amended to read as follows: 

(ii) Acid. Not less than 0.75 gram 
nor more than 1.45 grams per 100 ml. of 
juice, except that when the canned 
orange juice is produced from oranges 
grown in Florida or Texas, the acid may 
be less than 0.75 gram but not less than 
0.65 gram per 100 ml. of juice. 

2. Subdivision (ii) of § 52.1559(a) (2) 
is amended to read as follows: 

(ii) Acid. Not less than 0.75 gram 
nor more than 1.45 grams per 100 ml. 
of juice, except that when the canned 
orange juice is produced from oranges 
grown in Florida or Texas, the acid may 
be less than 0.75 gram but not less than 
0.65 gram per 100 ml. of juice. 

3. Subdivision (ii) of § 52.1559(b) (2) 
is amended to read as follows: 

(ii) Acid. Not less than 0.65 gram nor 
more than 1.65 grams per 100 ml. of 
juice, except that when the canned 
orange juice is produced from oranges 
grown in Florida or Texas the acid may 
be less than 0.65 gram but not less than 
0.60 gram per 100 ml. of juice. 

(Secs. 202-208, 60 Stat. 1087, as amended; 7 
U.S.C. 1621-1627) 

Dated: December 5,1962. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12171; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Part 959 1 
ONIONS GROWN IN SOUTH TEXAS 

Proposed Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 

Notice is hereby given that the Sec¬ 
retary of Agriculture is considering ap¬ 
proval of the expenses and rate of as¬ 
sessment, hereinafter set forth, which 
were recommended by the South Texas 
Onion Committee established pursuant 
to Marketing Agreement No. 143 and 
Marketing Order No. 959, both as 
amended (7 CFR Part 959). 

This marketing program regulates the 
handling of onions grown in designated 
counties in South Texas, and is effective 
under the Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674). 

Consideration will be given to any 
data, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto which are filed with the Director, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricu - 
tural Marketing Service, United States 
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Department of Agriculture, Washington 
25 DC. not later than 15 days follow¬ 
er publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register. The proposals are 

as follows: 

§959.203 Expenses and rate of assess¬ 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred by the South Texas 
Onion Committee, established pursuant 
to Marketing Agreement No. 143 and this 
part, to enable such committee to per¬ 
form its functions pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the aforesaid marketing agree¬ 
ment and order during the fiscal period 
beginning February 1, 1963, and ending 
January 31, 1964, will amount to $38,300. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler shall be one-half cent 
($0,005) per 50-pound sack of onions, or 
the equivalent quantity thereof, handled 
by him as the first handler thereof dur¬ 
ing said fiscal period. 

(c) Terms used in this section shall 
have the same meaning as when used in 
the said marketing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: December 5,1962. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Acting Director , Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[P.R. Doc. 62-12158; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Part 982 ] 

FILBERTS GROWN IN OREGON AND 
WASHINGTON 

Proposed Revised Free and Restricted 
Percentages for 1962-63 Fiscal 

Year 

Notice is hereby given that there is 
under consideration the proposed re¬ 
vision of free and restricted percentages 
established (27 F.R. 9939) for Oregon 
and Washington filberts during the 1962- 
63 fiscal year which began on August 1, 
1962, to a free percentage of 85 percent 
and a restricted percentage of 15 per¬ 
cent. The proposed revised percentages, 
which are based on recommendations of 
the Filbert Control Board and other 
available information, would be estab¬ 
lished pursuant to the amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order (7 CFR Part 
982), regulating the handling of filberts 
grown in Oregon and Washington, effec¬ 
tive under the provisions of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

The proposed revised percentages are 
based on the following estimates (inshell 
weight basis) for the 1962-63 fiscal year; 
(a) total requirements for 1962 crop 
merchantable filberts of 9,982,000 pounds 
which is the sum of an inshell trade de¬ 
mand of 10,000,000 pounds and provi¬ 
sions for inshell handler carryover on 
u y 31, 1963, of 1,000,000 pounds, less 
i e i^ S ^ e ^ handler carryover on August 
» 2, of 1,018,000 pounds not subject 

to regulation; and (b) a total supply of 
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merchantable filberts subject to regula¬ 
tion of 11,770,000 pounds, which is the 
sum of a revised production estimate 
of merchantable filberts of 11,218,000 
pounds and inshell handler carryover on 
August 1, 1962, subject to regulation of 
552,000 pounds. 

Consideration will be given to written 
data, views, or arguments pertaining to 
the proposal which are received by the 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, United 
States Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C., not later than seven days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register. 

Dated: Decembers, 1962. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12170; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[14 CFR Parts 40, 41, 42, 46 1 

[Reg. Docket 1508; Draft Release 62-51] 

REQUIREMENTS FOR AIR CARRIER 
CONTINUOUS AIRWORTHINESS 

PROGRAM 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (§ 11.45, 
27 F.R. 9585), notice is hereby given 
that there is under consideration a pro¬ 
posal to amend Parts 40, 41, 42, and 46 
of the Civil Air Regulations to amplify 
upon the maintenance and inspection 
organization requirements and to assure 
the proper performance of maintenance. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the making of the proposed rules by 
submitting such written data, views, or 
arguments, as they may desire. Com¬ 
munications should be submitted in 
duplicate to the Docket Section of the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Room A-103, 
1711 New York Avenue NW., Washington 
25, D.C. All communications received 
on or before February 7, 1963, will be 
considered by the Administrator before 
taking action on the proposed rules. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
recived. All comments submitted will 
be available in the Docket Section for 
examination by interested persons at 
any time. 

During the investigation of several 
major accidents and the surveillance of 
air carrier maintenance activities by 
this Agency, weaknesses were found in 
the airworthiness program of some air 
carriers, particularly in the inspection 
area. To correct these weaknesses, the 
Flight Standards Service, in conjunc¬ 
tion with interested industry groups, 
conducted a study of the existing prac¬ 
tices and regulatory provisions related 
to the control of the quality of air car¬ 
rier continuous airworthiness programs 
to determine whether changes were re¬ 
quired. This study indicated that al¬ 
though the regulations governing air 
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carrier maintenance programs, mainte¬ 
nance personnel, performance of main¬ 
tenance, and the certification of repair 
stations, contain standards found in the 
past to be basically sound, they should 
be reevaluated in the light of current 
maintenance practices to assure their 
adequacy for the safety of present and 
future aircraft and equipment used by 
the air earners. The need for this re- 
evaluation was further evidenced by the 
fact that the basic regulations govern¬ 
ing air carrier maintenance programs 
were not changed materially since the 
early postwar period. However, during 
that time the air carrier airworthiness 
control organizations grew in size and 
complexity as the air carriers acquired 
and operated fleets of evermore sophisti¬ 
cated aircraft. Moreover, each air car¬ 
rier developed an airworthiness control 
organization which it believes is best 
suited for its particular type of aircraft 
and type of operation. In regard to air¬ 
worthiness control organizations, the 
study indicated, in general, that: 

(1) The regulations concerning in¬ 
spections, the key element of quality 
control, have been too general and thus 
applied differently by the various air 
carriers; 

(2) There is a need for regulations 
covering standards and procedures for 
certain specific components of quality 
control, such as completion of required 
work items and related items; and 

(3) There is a lack of uniformity in 
the air carrier regulations with respect 
to the requirement for a maintenance 
release and the person authorized to sign 
it. A maintenance release is required by 
Parts 40, 41, and 46, but is not required 
by Part 42. In addition, Parts 40 and 46 
require the maintenance release to be 
signed by an “inspector or one author¬ 
ized by the inspection organization,” 
while Part 41 requires the release to be 
signed by “personnel of the air carrier 
charged with the duty of supervising the 
maintenance.” 

To the extent that the foregoing study 
showed a need for a reevaluation of the 
regulations related to the airworthiness 
quality control methods used by the air 
carriers, especially in regard to inspec¬ 
tion, it was discussed during a mainte¬ 
nance requirements conference held by 
the FAA in Washington, D.C., on August 
3, 4, and 5, 1960, which was attended by 
a wide range of civil aviation representa¬ 
tives, including supplemental and certifi¬ 
cated route air carriers. The air carrier 
inspection requirements were further dis¬ 
cussed during subsequent meetings in 
Washington on August 18, 1960, and on 
February 13, April 17, and June 6, 1962, 
and representatives of the Air Transport 
Association and several air carriers pre¬ 
sented oral and written comments re¬ 
specting the proposals. The principal 
problems that were discussed at these 
meetings pertained to (1) the “quality 
control” concepts; (2) the extent to 
which inspection authority may be dele¬ 
gated; and (4) the airworthiness release. 

The Agency has considered the com¬ 
ments received during these exploratory 
conferences and is of the opinion that 
these problems can be resolved by the 
following regulatory proposals: 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


Inspection 

The existing regulations require each 
air carrier, or the person with whom the 
carrier has contracted for the perform¬ 
ance of maintenance, alterations, and in¬ 
spection to establish an inspection or¬ 
ganization responsible for determining 
that workmanship, methods employed, 
and materials used are in conformity 
with the regulations, and that any air¬ 
frame, powerplant, or appliance released 
for flight is airworthy. The proposed 
rule places on the air carrier the respon¬ 
sibility for the inspection program, even 
though it may contract with another per¬ 
son to perform the program. In addi¬ 
tion to requiring the establishment of an 
inspection organization, the proposed 
rule further requires each air carrier to 
include in its manual provisions which 
specify what is to be inspected and how, 
when, and by whom the inspection will 
be conducted. These provisions for in¬ 
spection must cover all phases of mainte¬ 
nance and alteration work, including 
scheduled and nonscheduled work, mate¬ 
rials used, and quality of workmanship. 

During the various meetings held in 
conjunction with the preparation of this 
proposal, many persons expressed the 
desire or need for guide material which 
would enable industry and FAA person¬ 
nel to make a uniform determination of 
what inspections are required in various 
phases of maintenance. The Agency be¬ 
lieves that guidelines of this nature are 
very desirable, and realizes the need for 
more specific delineation of such inspec¬ 
tions. Established FAA/Industry main¬ 
tenance working groups may be utilized 
to prepare lists of maintenance and al¬ 
teration inspections acceptable to the 
Agency for each aircraft type which 
would be included in each air carrier’s 
list of mandatory inspection items. The 
Federal Aviation Agency will undertake 
discussions with the industry with a view 
toward eventually developing uniform 
methods of determining inspection re¬ 
quirements. 

Pending the development of such a 
list, due to the varied maintenance sys¬ 
tems used, and different configurations 
of the same model of aircraft operated 
by the various air carriers, the proposal 
does not include a listing of the items 
which must be inspected on each air¬ 
craft. This must be determined by each 
carrier and included in. its manual. 
However, the determination of what in¬ 
spections must be accomplished will be 
subject to the approval of the assigned 
FAA inspector. 

In discussions of this portion of the 
proposal, the carriers expressed concern 
that the mandatory inspection require¬ 
ments would require them to have an in¬ 
spector for each production worker, and, 
in addition, would require them to have 
full-time inspection personnel physically 
located at each line station even though 
maintenance which requires an inspec¬ 
tion is not routinely accomplished on a 
full-time basis at the station. This pro¬ 
posal does not require an inspector for 
each production employee or at each 
place where maintenance may be accom¬ 
plished. For example, at a small one- 


man line station a certificated mechanic 
may certify the airworthiness release if 
maintenance or alteration work has 
been performed which does not require 
an inspection. If maintenance or alter¬ 
ation work has been performed which re¬ 
quires an inspection as prescribed by the 
air carrier’s manual, the inspection must 
be performed by and certified by an au¬ 
thorized and qualified person other than 
the person who did the work. The per¬ 
son making the inspection may or may 
not be stationed at the place where the 
work was performed. 

Delegation of Inspection Authority 

Delegation of the inspection authority 
to persons other than those designated 
in the carrier’s manual is not permissible 
under this proposal. This restriction 
does not prevent the carrier from assign¬ 
ing a properly qualified person to a line 
station where he is needed to perform 
inspection functions on infrequent occa¬ 
sions and also permitting or requiring 
him to perform other duties as a me¬ 
chanic when there are no inspection 
functions to be performed. However, 
such a person may not inspect any main¬ 
tenance or alteration -work which he has 
performed. 

Airworthiness Release 

In this proposal the title “maintenance 
release” is changed to “airworthiness re¬ 
lease or airplane log entry” and the 
pertinent provisions of Parts 40, 41, 42, 
and 46 are standardized by requiring the 
release or airplane log entry to be signed 
by an inspector whenever maintenance 
functions which require an inspection 
have been performed. However, when 
the maintenance functions performed do 
not require an inspection, the release or 
log entry may be signed by the certifi¬ 
cated mechanic or repairman directly in 
charge of the work performed. 

The foregoing is not intended to be ex¬ 
haustive of measures taken in the overall 
interest of assuming necessary quality 
control as quality control is reflected in 
many other regulatory areas and air car¬ 
rier practices. Emphasis here upon the 
inspection organization and program is 
not to indicate that the control of quality 
begins and ends with inspection. How¬ 
ever, it appears that the regulatory 
changes discussed above, plus the other 
requirements of the regulations and rec¬ 
ognized air carrier practices, will assure 
that an adequate measure of control is 
maintained. 

The format of any final rules adopted 
pursuant to this proposal will be subject 
to such changes as may be necessary for 
recodification under the Agency’s re¬ 
codification program announced in Draft 
Release 61-25 (26 F.R. 10698). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Parts 40, 41, 42, and 
46 as follows: 

1. By amending the undesignated cen¬ 
ter head appearing before § 40.240 to 
read as follows: 

Maintenance of Airplanes and 
Appliances 

2. By amending § 40.240 to read as 
follows: 


§ 40.240 Responsibility for airworthi¬ 
ness of airplanes and appliances. 

Each air carrier is primarily responsi¬ 
ble for the airworthiness of its airplanes 
and appliances used in air transporta¬ 
tion, even though it has made arrange¬ 
ments with another person to perform 
the maintenance, alteration, or inspec¬ 
tion of its airplanes and appliances. 

3. By amending § 40.241 to read as 
follows: 

§ 40.241 Maintenance and inspection 
organization. 

(a) Each air carrier must have a 
maintenance and inspection organization 
and an approved maintenance and in¬ 
spection program to assure that: 

(1) All maintenance, alterations, and 
inspections performed by the air carrier, 
or by persons with whom the air carrier 
contracts for the performance of these 
functions, are performed in compliance 
with the applicable regulations pre¬ 
scribed by the Administrator in this sub¬ 
chapter, the airworthiness directives, the 
air carrier’s manual, and accepted 
standards; 

(2) Sufficient tools, equipment, time, 
and personnel are provided for the per¬ 
formance of all maintenance, alterations, 
and inspection functions; and 

(3) Each airplane released to service 
is airworthy and has been properly main¬ 
tained for operation in air transporta¬ 
tion. 

(b) The maintenance and inspection 
program of an air carrier must be set 
forth in its air carrier manual and in¬ 
clude at least the following: 

(1) A description of the maintenance 
and inspection organizations, the desig¬ 
nation of each unit of such organiza¬ 
tions, and the duties, responsibilities, and 
authority of each unit; 

(2) A description of the types of 
maintenance and alterations, both rou¬ 
tine and nonroutine, and materials 
which must be inspected; 

(3) Procedures to assure that main¬ 
tenance, alterations, and inspections 
that are not completed as a result of 
shift changes or similar work inter¬ 
ruptions are subsequently completed be¬ 
fore the airplane is released to service; 

(4) Procedures whereby each person 
authorized to perform maintenance, al¬ 
terations, or inspection will be currently 
informed of the types of maintenance 
and alterations which must be inspected; 

(5) Procedures and standards for the 
operation of the material review board 
or salvage committee; and 

(6) Procedures and standards for the 
acceptance of new and used airplanes 
purchased or leased by the air carrier. 

(c) In order to assure the proper per¬ 

formance of the inspection function, each 
air carrier’s manual must also include 
the following: . 

(1) Identification of each individual 

authorized to perform inspections by 
name and occupational title, and the 
types of inspection he is authorized to 
perform; . 

(2) Procedures and standards for tne 
inspection of each type of maintenance, 
alteration, and material which must be 
inspected; 
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( 3 ) The scope, standards, and meth¬ 
ods for the inspection and handling of 
components overhauled by outside agen¬ 
cies; 

(4) Procedures and standards for re- 
inspection of work performed as a re¬ 
sult of previous inspection findings (buy¬ 
back procedures); 

(5) Procedures for the inspection and 
calibration of test equipment and meas¬ 
uring devices and the recording of in¬ 
spections ; 

(6) Instructions to prevent the in¬ 
spection decisions of an authorized mem¬ 
ber of the inspection organization from 
being countermanded by persons other 
than designated supervisory personnel of 
the inspection organization; 

(7) Instructions to prevent a person 
from inspecting any maintenance or al¬ 
teration performed by him; and 

(8) Procedures to prevent any person 
from performing an inspection unless: 

(i) He is authorized by and under the 
control of the inspection organization 
when performing the inspection; and 

(ii) He holds a mechanic or repair¬ 
man certificate and has been trained 
and qualified to perform the inspection. 

4. By redesignating §§ 40.242 and 
40.243 as §§ 40.243 and 40.245, respec¬ 
tively. 

5. By adding a new § 40.242 to read as 
follows: 


§ 40.242 Continuous analysis and sur¬ 
veillance. 

(a) Each air carrier shall establish 
and maintain a system for the continuous 
analysis and surveillance of the perform¬ 
ance and effectiveness of its maintenance 
and inspection program, including the 
prompt correction of any deficiency 
found in the program. 

(b) Whenever the Administrator or 
his authorized representative finds that 
the maintenance and inspection pro¬ 
gram established by an air carrier does 
not contain adequate procedures or 
standards to meet the requirements of 
this part, the air carrier shall, upon no¬ 
tice thereof, make such changes in its 
quality control program as the Adminis¬ 
trator or his authorized representative 
finds necessary to meet such require¬ 
ments. 


6. By adding a new § 40.244 to read as 
follows: 


§ 40.244 Certificate requirements. 

Any individual who is directly in 
charge of maintenance, overhaul, or re¬ 
pair of any airframe, engine, propeller, 
or appliance shall hold an appropriate 
mechanic or repairman certificate. 

foil' By - amending § 40.511 to read as 


release 


§40.511 Airworthiness 
plane log entry. 

(a) An airworthiness release, or 

shfu°K riate entry in the airplane 
* e P re Pared for each alteratioi 
maintenance performed on an airplj 

berivS? 3 * °L the . releas e or entry si 
airnJ£ n pilot in comi *iand of 

r ~ d V^ord copy retained 
the air earner for at least two mon 
* D) The Please or entry shall: 


- (1) Be prepared in accordance with 
the procedures set forth in the air car¬ 
rier manual; 

(2) Certify that the work was per¬ 
formed in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the air carrier manual and 
the airplane is in condition for safe 
operation; and 

(3) Be signed by either: 

(i) The person authorized to make the 
inspection if the work is required to be 
inspected; or 

(ii) The certificated mechanic or re¬ 
pairman directly in charge of the work 
performed if the work does not require 
an inspection. 

8. By promulgating amendments to 
Parts 41, 42, and 46 of the Civil Air Regu¬ 
lations similar to those proposed herein. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of sections 313(a), 601, 604, 
605, 607 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (72 Stat. 752, 775, 778, 779; 49 
U.S.C.1354, 1421, 1424, 1425, 1427). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on De¬ 
cember 3,1962. 

George C. Prill, 

Director , 

Flight Standards Service . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12156; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 14185; FCC 62-1243] 

FM BROADCASTING 

Second Report, Memorandum Opinion 
and Order 

In the matter of revision of FM broad¬ 
cast rules, particularly as to allocation 
and technical standards, Docket No. 
14185; petition of FM Unlimited, Inc., 
for changes in FM station assignment 
rules RM-94. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration: (1) the First Report and 
Order adopted herein on July 25, 1962 
(FCC 62-866); (2) the further notice 
of proposed rule making adopted at the 
same time (FCC 62-867); and (3) certain 
petitions for reconsideration of our July 
action, and comments and reply com¬ 
ments filed in response to the further no¬ 
tice. The pleadings herein considered 
relate primarily to the treatment of 
existing stations hitherto authorized 
with facilities greater than those now 
specified as the maximum for the various 
parts of the country—a question par¬ 
ticularly, though not exclusively, re¬ 
lated to Zone I (the Northeast) and Zone 
I-A (all of California south of the 40th 
parallel), where the new maximum is 50 
kilowatts effective radiated power and 
coverage equivalent to that obtained by 
using 50 kw E.R.P. and antenna height 
of 500 feet above average terrain. The 
questions we decide here are: (1) 
Whether we should make changes in the 
definition of the various zones, e.g., 
abolish Zone I-A and classify all of Cali¬ 
fornia as Zone II, or raise the general 


limit on facilities in Zones I and I-A up 
to, or closer to, the higher maximum 
provided for Zone II; (2) whether exist¬ 
ing stations previously authorized with 
facilities greater than the new maxima 
on power and coverage should be re¬ 
quired to reduce facilities to meet the 
new limits, or at least to some level more 
consistent therewith; and (3) whether 
our decision to protect these existing 
“super-maximum” stations only on the 
basis of the standard mileage separa¬ 
tions (e.g., 150 miles between co-chan¬ 
nel Class B assignments), affording pro¬ 
tection only to a distance of 40 miles 
from the station in Zones I and I-A 
(and 65 miles in Zone II) even where its 
1 mv/m contour may lie further out, is 
correct legally and as a matter of policy. 
(This situation will seldom occur be¬ 
cause the average spacings will be 
greater than the minimum and because 
of the greater facilities employed by 
these stations, which give a higher de¬ 
sired to undesired signal ratio.) The 
great bulk of the petitions and com¬ 
ments, as well as several thousand letters 
which the Commission has received from 
listeners in California, have opposed re¬ 
duction in the facilities of existing 
stations. 1 * 


1 The seven petitions considered here are 
those filed by Pacific FM, Incorporated and 
The Chronicle Publishing Company (KPEN 
and KRON-FM, San Francisco); Cerritos 
Broadcasting Co. (KNOB, Long Beach, Cal.); 
Pacifica Foundation (KPFA, Berkeley, Cal.) 
KMLA Broadcasting Corporation (KMLA, Los 
Angeles); Gerity Broadcasting Company 

(WNEM-FM, Bay City, Mich.); WBEN, Inc. 
(WBEN-FM, Buffalo); and Miami Valley 
Broadcasting Corporation (WHIO-FM, Day- 
ton) . All of these are licensees of stations 
which would be affected by an over-all reduc¬ 
tion, and all oppose it. 

Comments considered here include those 
of the licensees or permittees of the follow¬ 
ing stations: California: KHOF, KBBI, KHJ- 
FM, KFMU, KRHM, KBCA, KFAC-FM, 
KMPX-FM, KMLA, KBIQ, and KCBH-FM, 
Los Angeles; KFRC-FM, KBAY-FM, KDFC, 
KSFR, KPEN, and KRON-FM, San Francisco; 
KPFA, Berkeley; KFMW, San Bernardino; 
KDUO, Riverside; KMUZ, Santa Barbara; 
KSTN-FM, Stockton; KOGO-FM, San Diego; 
KUFY, Redwood City; KFBK-FM, Sacra¬ 
mento; KSBW-FM, Salinas; KVEC-FM, San 
Luis Obispo; and KVEN-FM, Ventura; 
Florida: WVCG—FM, Coral Gables; Illinois: 
WFMT, WDHF and WSBC-FM, Chicago; 
WEAW-FM, Evanston; WTAD-FM, Quincy; 
and WHBF-FM, Rock Island; Indiana: 
WTTV-FM, Bloomington; WPTH, Ft. Wayne; 
and WFBM-FM, Indianapolis; Maryland: 
WHFS, Bethesda; WFMD-FM, Frederick; and 
WJEJ-FM, Hagerstown; Michigan: WUOM, 
Ann Arbor; WNEM-FM, Bay City; WTVB- 
FM, Coldwater; WDTM, WLDM, and WOMC, 
Detroit; and WOOD-FM and WJEF-FM, 
Grand Rapids; New Hampshire: WMTW-FM, 
Mt. Washington; New York: WBEN-FM, 
WBUF, and WEBR-FM, Buffalo; WNBF-FM, 
Binghamton; WHCU-FM, Ithaca; WDDS-FM 
and WSYR-FM, Syracuse; and WRUN-FM, 
Utica; North Carolina: WRAL-FM, Raleigh; 
Ohio: WERE-FM, Cleveland; WRFD-FM and 
WVKO-FM, Columbus; WHIO-FM, Dayton; 
WPFB-FM, Middletown; and WTOL-FM, 
Toledo; Pennsylvania: WJAC-FM, Johns¬ 
town, and WWSW-FM, Pittsburgh; South 
Carolina: WMUU-FM, Greenville; Tennessee: 
WMC-FM, Memphis; Texas: KQUE-FM, 
Houston; Virginia: WTAR-FM, Norfolk; 
WCOD and WRVA-FM, Richmond; WSLS- 






12194 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


2. The question of reclassifying zones: 
Two of the petitions for reconsideration 
(KPEN-KRON and KPFA) asked that 
California be reclassified as Zone II, like 
the rest of the United States outside of 
the Northeast; the same argument was 
made in some of the comments. These 
contentions were largely related to the 
question of possible cutback in existing 
stations (which would affect nearly all 
of those commenting parties); but the 
matter of rezoning would also of course, 
be relevant in connection with the mak¬ 
ing of new assignments, and therefore it 
is appropriate to discuss it here. A re¬ 
classification of this area to include it in 
Zone II would mean that greater-facility 
stations would be permitted to operate 
with up to 100 kw effective radiated pow¬ 
er and coverage equivalent to that ob¬ 
tained by use of that power and effective 
antenna height of 2,000 ft. instead of 
the Zone I and Zone I-A ceilings of 50 kw 
power and coverage equivalent to 50 kw 
and 500 feet effective antenna height. 
Such stations would be protected out to 
65 miles, instead of 40, meaning greater 
spacings between co-channel stations 
(180 as compared to 150 miles between 
co-channel Class B/C Stations). 

3. Since we herein conclude that exist¬ 
ing stations should not be required to cut 
back in power or height, this question 
assumes significance only in connection 
with the spacings and facilities of new 
assignments, and the degree of protec¬ 
tion to be afforded. 2 

4. It is urged in support of a basic 
reclassification that there is need for 
facilities in California greater than those 
permitted by the new rules in Zone I 
because of exceptional terrain condi¬ 
tions, and, also, that population condi¬ 
tions are similar to those in Zone II, 
rather than to the crowded conditions in 
the Northeast. For example, it is pointed 
out that California has only two urban¬ 
ized areas of over 1,000,000 population, 
and only 11 urbanized areas of more 


FM, Roanoke; and WRFL, Winchester; West 
Virginia; WBKW, Beckley; Wisconsin: 
WWCF, Greenfield Township. Other com¬ 
ments considered here are those of ABC, CBS 
and NBC (each of whom is licensee of one or 
more “super-maximum” stations); the NAB; 
Palmer A. Greer, a consulting engineer of 
Greenville, S.C.; FM Unlimited, Inc. 

Of these parties, the only ones supporting 
reduction in the facilities of existing stations 
were the licensees of WDHF, Chicago, and 
the Cold water (Mich.), Bethesda (Md.) and 
Greenville (S.C.) stations; Greer; and FM 
Unlimited, Inc. 

It should be emphasized that we are pass¬ 
ing here only on those portions of the above- 
mentioned pleadings which relate to the 
three questions mentioned in Paragraph 1. 
Other material therein, and numerous other 
petitions and comments, will be considered 
elsewhere in this proceeding. Many of these 
oppose the basic assignment principles 
adopted in the First Report, as too restrictive, 
both as to new assignments and as to in¬ 
creases in existing facilities. 

2 Not all persons making this contention 
necessarily urged adoption of Zone II spac¬ 
ings. KPFA would permit in Zone I-A Zone 
II maximum facilities with Zone I spacings, 
while KPEN-KRON would adopt Zone II 
spacings but permit Class A assignments on 
second and third adjacent channels as close 
as 40 miles to Class C stations. 


than 50,000, compared to five areas over 
1,000,000 and 45 over 50,000 in an equal¬ 
sized portion of Zone I (the eastern por¬ 
tion thereof). It is further noted that 
the urbanized areas, on the average, are 
farther apart in California than in that 
portion of Zone I (54 as compared to 25 
miles). It is also asserted that much of 
California has a relatively low density 
of population. 

5. Recognizing this data, and in gen¬ 
eral the fact that some parts of Zone 
I-A—notably east of the San Joaquin 
Valley and in the desert areas east of Los 
Angeles—are sparsely populated, never¬ 
theless it appears that, over-all, condi¬ 
tions in California make it more appro¬ 
priate to zone that state like the North¬ 
east, with emphasis on a larger number 
of assignments rather than relatively 
wide-area coverage as in Zone II. Cali¬ 
fornia is one of the largest states in the 
Union in population, and has experi¬ 
enced, and may be expected to continue 
to experience, rapid growth. Between 
1950 and 1960 its population increased by 
more than 5,000,000, much the greatest 
growth in the nation numerically and 
fifth in percentage of increase. Perhaps 
more striking, its over-all population 
density in 1960 was more than 100 per 
square mile, and it ranked 14th in this 
respect, exceeded only by states all, or 
most, of which lie in Zone I. Its per¬ 
centage of urban population (87 percent) 
was exceeded only by three of the small, 
highly populous states of Zone I. In 1950 
it ranked first in the nation in number of 
cities of more than 50,000 persons, and 
the number of such cities has increased 
from 20 then to 43 now. From these 
facts it appears that classification of 
most of California as Zone I-A, with as¬ 
signment rules similar to those applied 
to the Northeast, is appropriate. 

6. It also appears that, if Zone II 
spacings were adopted for this part of 
California, there would be substantially 
less chance of making desirable new FM 
assignments where they are needed—a 
possibility already limited enough. The 
staff’s work on the proposed Table of 
Assignments has demonstrated that, if 
Zone II spacings were adopted, substan¬ 
tially fewer assignments could be made— 
40 percent fewer Class B assignments 
(including no Class B assignment at all 
in a fairly sizeable community such as 
Merced) and 27 percent fewer Class A 
assignments. In view of the need for 
making more FM assignments in this 
populous and growing state, with its 
many communities, we adhere to our 
earlier conclusion in this respect. We 
do not mean to indicate that we here 
determine that assignment rules should 
be relaxed, either for this area or gen¬ 
erally—a matter which is still before us. 
But we do conclude that for Zone I-A 
they should not be further restricted. 
The matter of protection is discussed 
below. 

7. It was also suggested by a “super¬ 
maximum” Richmond station that all of 
Virginia should be Zone II instead of 
most of it (including Richmond) being in 
Zone I. On the basis of population data, 
there would perhaps be a little more rea¬ 
son for making this change than in the 


case of California; but the difference is 
not great. Virginia ranks immediately 
behind California in terms of population 
density (100 persons per square mile), 
and therefore, and in view also of its 
contiguity to the rest of Zone I, the 
classification decided on in the First Re¬ 
port (which is the same as in television) 
is appropriate. Moreover, reclassifica¬ 
tion would of course further restrict the 
number of possible new assignments, just 
as mentioned above in the case of Cal¬ 
ifornia. 

8. Use of greater facilities in Zones I 
and I-A: As part of their argument 
against reduction, a number of peti¬ 
tioners and commenting parties urged 
that the general maximum limits on fa¬ 
cilities in Zones I and I-A be the same 
as in Zone II, or at least limits greater 
than those now applicable in these zones, 
such as 100 kw and 1,000 feet. This con¬ 
cept must be rejected. If we were to 
adopt, along with greater maxima, con¬ 
comitantly greater separations such as 
those now applicable to Zone II, this 
would seriously cripple the making of 
new assignments, as already noted. As 
to use of greater facilities at the shorter 
Zone I separations (urged by KPFA, 
WNEM-TV and' others), if all stations 
were able to operate with maximum fa¬ 
cilities this might not be an undesirable 
approach (as with the Class IV AM sta¬ 
tions). But, as has been frequently 
noted, many existing stations in Zones 
I and I-A cannot go up under our rules 
(in many cases the same would be true 
under any rules, where stations have 
been “squeezed in”). To permit new as¬ 
signments to operate with these far 
greater facilities would create serious im¬ 
balances, both because of excessive inter¬ 
ference to existing stations with rela¬ 
tively low signal levels, and because of 
competitive inequality. Therefore we 
adhere in this respect to our earlier 
decision. 3 

9. Treatment of existing “super -maxi¬ 
mum” facilities: A wide variety of ar¬ 
guments were advanced against requir¬ 
ing existing stations to reduce facilities, 
at least to anything approaching the new 
maxima for Zones I and I-A. It was ar¬ 
gued, for example, that there would be 
tremendous loss of service now much re¬ 
lied on by listeners. For example, cut¬ 
ting back the 1 mv/m contours of some 
Los Angeles and San Francisco stations 
to the equivalent of 50 kw and 500 ft., or 
to a radius of 33 miles, would mean a re¬ 
duction of the population within such 
contours of from half a million to over 
a million persons. Substantial losses 
would similarly be incurred by stations 
in Zones I and II. Some of the stations, 
notably “good music”, religious, and non¬ 
commercial, stressed the uniqueness of 
the service which would thus be lost. A 
number of the pleadings purported to 
show “white areas” which would result, 
since these were generally based on the 
absence of any other signal of 1 mv/m or 
greater intensity, they cannot be ac- 


* In view of our decision herein not to move 
toward cutback of existing stations, we nee 
not consider various proposals concerning 
special treatment for stations located ju 
inside Zone I but having much of their serv¬ 
ice areas in Zone II. 
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cepted as such (since 50 uv/m is regarded 
as adequate for rural service); but it 
does appear that substantial areas and 
populations would be reduced to one or 
no reliable signals, for the present. It 
appears that in some cases there would 
be an adverse effect on use of the sta¬ 
tion’s signal for pickup and rebroadcast 
by other stations, and on multiplex re¬ 
ception at distant points. 

10. It was pointed out that most of 
the stations which might be required to 
cut back would no longer be able to com¬ 
ply with the rules concerning coverage 
of the city of assignment with a 70 dbu 
(3.16 mv/m) signal. For example, the 
Los Angeles stations on Mt. Wilson, 
which operate with nearly 3,000 ft. ef¬ 
fective antenna height, would be cut 
back to less than one kilowatt in power 
and would fall many miles short of cov¬ 
ering the entire city with a signal of 
that intensity, or of covering the Los 
Angeles-Long Beach urbanized area with 
a signal of 1 mv/m (60 dbu) or better. 4 
The same would be true of the Chicago 
urbanized area. The terrain problems 
involved were emphasized, particularly 
as to California; it was asserted that the 
extremely rough terrain in the Los An¬ 
geles and San Francisco areas, as well as 
elsewhere, would make operation with 
such low power extremely unsatisfactory. 
Economic arguments were also advanced. 
It was urged that the tremendous loss 
in coverage involved, if it did not deal a 
death blow to the stations required to 
cut back, would at least badly cripple 
them so as to force them to reduce the 
quality of their programming. It was 
pointed out that, while cutback might in 
some cases make FM stations more 
nearly equal to each other, it would have 
an extremely deleterious effect on FM 
as a medium competing for the advertis¬ 
ing dollar, particularly vis-a-vis AM sta¬ 
tions with their much greater coverage 
(in terms of set circulation, if not of ter¬ 
ritorial coverage). 6 In general it was 
asserted that this move would be highly 
unfair, both to FM as a medium which, 
after years of struggle, is beginning to 
get on its feet, and, in particular, to in¬ 
dividual FM pioneers who often spent 
large sums—for example in building on 
mountain-top sites—and up to now have 
lost money. Other arguments urged 
were the importance of continued power 
and coverage for stereo and the develop¬ 
ing FM auto radio service. 


Because of the great extent of the city < 
Angeles, a station operating with 50 k 
ana 500 ft. antenna height in the exact cer 
ter of the city could not comply. 

rnm < ^? 4 ?i an Francisco station suggested tht 
competitively equal facilities would probab] 
, ® * g °° d ide a as such, but opposed cutbac 
15L™* area ’ where ’ u was alleged, preser 
Power is needed for adequate coverage. A 
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11. We advanced as the other reason 
for considering possible cutbacks the fact 
that reduction of the signal levels of 
existing stations might permit new as¬ 
signments to operate more effectively. 
Some of the commenting parties sug¬ 
gested that the same principle could 
also sometimes work in favor of other 
existing stations (those with lesser facili¬ 
ties) , permitting them to operate with 
more freedom from interference prob¬ 
lems. It was urged, in opposition to re¬ 
duction, that: (1) Since we have decided 
to make new assignments on the basis of 
standard separations, the same number 
of new assignments can be made in any 
event (even though they would have less 
coverage); (2) in areas where “super¬ 
maximum” stations are involved (such 
as Los Angeles, San Francisco, and 
crowded portions of Zone I) few new as¬ 
signments can be made and few of these 
would be at minimum spacings, so that 
the gain in service from these would be 
small; and (3) even if we make provision 
for new assignments, as in a Table, these 
may never develop into actual operations 
because of sparse population or lack of 
interest in FM—in which case we would 
have caused disruption of existing serv¬ 
ice for no reason. It was also suggested 
that the service from the new stations 
might not equal in quality that which 
had been lost because of reduction. 

12. The six comments supporting the 
idea of reduction, most of which were 
brief and general, did so largely on the 
basis of increased competitive equality 
and the alleged unfairness of “grand¬ 
fathering” stations with super-maxi¬ 
mum facilities. Only one of these re¬ 
ferred to a specific competitive situation, 
Chicago, where one station referred to 
the difficulty of competing with another 
having more than 100 kw E.R.P. (How¬ 
ever, it appears from the showing that 
the station commenting draws a sub¬ 
stantial share of the Chicago audience, 
and is received in communities at a con¬ 
siderable distance from that city, such 
as Urbana, Elkhart, and Logansport) .• 
Two parties mentioned benefit to their 
operations from cutback of' “super¬ 
maximum” stations on adjacent chan¬ 
nels in other cities. 

13. Obviously, not all of the arguments 
against reduction mentioned above apply 
in all situations. Nevertheless, we are 
persuaded, on the basis of the showings 
made, that taking steps looking toward 
any over-all reduction in facilities, or 
steps at this time in any particular case, 
would be unwise. In reaching this con¬ 
clusion, we have taken into account the 
losses in valuable service which would 
often be involved, the deleterious effect 
on FM as a competing medium even 
where conditions between FM stations 
would be rendered more equal, and the 
small gains which, it appears, could re¬ 
sult even if all of the new assignments 


c This station also advocated one change 
which would tend to create, rather than 
remove, competitive inequality—the making 
of “several” Class C assignments at Chicago. 
The making of some Class C assignments in 
Zone I (and Class B assignments in Zone II) 
was also urged in some pleadings not covered 
herein, and is a question we do not decide at 
this time. 


contemplated should become actual op¬ 
erating stations. Upon the limited show¬ 
ing made by the few parties supporting 
reduction, we would not be justified in 
taking such action, either for reasons of 
competition or benefit to the operation 
of possible new or other existing sta¬ 
tions. 7 We do not say that we will never, 
in the future, consider taking steps look¬ 
ing toward reduction of some existing 
stations in particular cases; but any such 
action would be based on careful con¬ 
sideration in a specific proceeding of all 
of the pertinent factors (balancing gains 
against losses). 

14. Protection of existing “super-max¬ 
imum” facilities against interference: 
We also emphasize that our decision to 
preserve existing service against loss 
from reduction in facilities does not 
mean that we will preserve it against 
whatever interference may result from 
new assignments made in accordance 
with the rules now obtaining. This is 
particularly applicable in the case of 
Class B stations operating with facil¬ 
ities such that their 1 mv/m contours 
lie more than 40 miles from their trans¬ 
mitters. As one party (ABC) pointed 
out, any restriction on existing service 
resulting from interference is a different 
matter from loss of service caused 
through reduction in power and/or an¬ 
tenna height. It occurs only when and 
if the new assignment is made at such 
proximity that interference will result 
(which may not be true in a substantial 
number of cases), it occurs only in one 
direction or area in contrast to over-all 
loss, and it can often be overcome, if the 
listener desires, by a better receiver or 
directional antenna. 8 In our First Re¬ 
port and Order we decided that inter¬ 
ference to these “super-maximum” sta¬ 
tions, caused by new assignments made 
in accordance with the new spacings 
adopted, should not be allowed to restrict 
the making of the new assignments. We 
adhere to that position. The value of 
making such new assignments as these 
rules permit, and giving them reasonable 
facilities and service areas to permit 
adequate development and good service 
to their communities and areas, out¬ 
weighs any interference which may be 
caused. 

15. The foregoing disposes of the peti¬ 
tions of KMLA, Los Angeles, and WBEN- 


7 The possible benefit to other existing sta¬ 
tions through reduction in interference was 
mentioned by stations in Coldwater, Michi¬ 
gan, and Bethesda, Maryland (referring to 
adjacent-channel stations at Detroit and 
Richmond, respectively, operating with more 
than 50 kw power). In neither case does it 
appear that the improvement in the service 
of the commenting stations could justify the 
loss in the service of the other stations which 
would be involved—a loss which would oc¬ 
cur of course in all directions. 

8 Unless new assignments are made at or 
very near the minimum spacings, the extent 
of interference to be expected to any exist¬ 
ing station will be quite small. For example, 
if a co-channel Class B assignment is made 
as much as 158 miles away from an existing 
station operating with the equivalent of 100 
kw E.R.P. and 2,000 feet antenna height 
a.a.t., even if the new station operates with 
maximum facilities (50 kw and 500 ft. a.a.t.) 
its signal at a distance 65 miles from the 
existing station would just barely exceed 
one-tenth of that station’s signal. 
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FM, Buffalo. These parties urge that 
our First Report and Order constitutes 
an illegal modification of their licenses 
(these stations operate with E.R.P. of 58 
and 110 kw respectively, and antenna 
heights a.a.t. of 1,190 and 1,350 feet 
respectively). Similar contentions were 
made in comments filed by certain other 
Zone I stations having facilities such 
that their 1 mv/m contours lie farther 
than 40 miles from their transmitters. 
If objectionable interference is caused 
to these stations’ service from new as¬ 
signments made in accordance with our 
rules and in the light of our objectives 
(and this is far from certain, or even 
likely) , 9 the benefit from the needed new 
service will outweigh the small loss which 
would be caused. Any renewal of li- 


*The staff’s present study shows KMLA’s 
channel used for a new assignment only at 
a place more than 175 miles from Los An¬ 
geles, and no new adjacent channel assign¬ 
ments any closer to minimum spacings. In 
the case of WBEN-FM, it is indicated that 
new assignments would be even further from 
minimum spacings. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

cense of KMLA and the other California 
stations will of course be subject to the 
rules now obtaining; their current li¬ 
censes will have expired, and they have 
no right to a hearing as to any inter¬ 
ference resulting from an assignment 
made in accordance with the rules in 
effect at the time of renewal. 10 

10 See Transcontinent Television Corp. v. 
FCC, 308 F. 2d 339; 23 Pike & Fischer, R.R. 
2064. KMLA and WBEN-FM also claim that 
our First Report and Order is illegal in that 
it changed their facilities by “downgrading” 
them, with respect to possible interference 
resulting from changed standards, and put¬ 
ting them in a class where increase would be 
impossible, all of which is, allegedly, in con¬ 
flict with our July 1961 statement that we 
did not propose to “change any existing 
facilities”. This contention is without merit. 
The July 1961 statement clearly meant no 
changes in the physical facilities of existing 
stations. The whole area of possible separa¬ 
tions and limitations on facilities was raised 
in the 1961 notice; in our 1962 Report we 
adopted spacings in some ways shorter, but 
in other respects greater, than those proposed 
in the 1961 notice. 


16. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, That the petitions for reconsid¬ 
eration, and the requests contained in 
the comments and reply comments, men¬ 
tioned in Footnote 1 hereof, are granted, 
to the extent they are consistent with the 
decision reached herein; and are denied, 
to the extent they are inconsistent with 
this decision; and 

It is further ordered , That the further 
rule-making proceeding contained in 
paragraph 7 of the further notice of 
proposed rule making adopted herein 
July 25,1962 (FCC 62-867) is terminated. 

Adopted: November 28,1962. 

Released: December 4,1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission , 11 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12173; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 


n Concurring statement of Chairman 
Minow filed as part of the original document. 








Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of International Programs 

N.V. INDUSTRIE— EN HANDELSON- 

DERNEMING— J. SIMONIS ET AL. 

Order Temporarily Denying Export 
Privileges 

In the matter of N. V. Industrie—En 
Handelsonderneming —J. Simonis, Groo- 
thandelsgebouw, Conradstraat 38, Rot¬ 
terdam, Netherlands; N. V. Aviacom, 
Groothandelsgebouw, Conradstraat 38, 
Rotterdam, Netherlands; Mr. L. C. Van 
Stolk, Groothandelsgebouw, Conrad¬ 
straat 38, Rotterdam, Netherlands; re¬ 
spondents, File 23-790. 

The Director, Investigations Staff, Bu¬ 
reau of International Programs, United 
States Department of Commerce, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of § 382.11 of the 
Export Regulations (Title 15, Chapter 
III, Subchapter B, Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations), has applied to the Compliance 
Commissioner for an order temporarily 
denying all export privileges to the above 
named respondents. It was requested 
that the order remain in effect for a 
period of sixty days pending continued 
investigation into the facts and trans¬ 
actions giving rise to the application and 
the commencement of such proceedings 
as may be deemed proper under the law 
against said respondents. 

The Compliance Commissioner has re¬ 
viewed the application and the evidence 
presented in support thereof and has 
submitted his report, together with his 
recommendation that the application be 
granted and that a temporary denial 
order be issued for sixty days. The evi¬ 
dence presented shows that N. V. Indus¬ 
trie—En Handelsonderneming —J. Simo¬ 
nis is a corporation with a place of busi¬ 
ness in Rotterdam, Netherlands, and 
that L. C. Van Stolk is the manager of 
said company; that N. V. Aviacom is a 
corporation with a place of business in 
Rotterdam. On consideration of the 
evidence which has been submitted and 
the recommendation of the Compliance 
Commissioner I find that the evidence 
reasonably supports the conclusion that 
the respondents have engaged in obtain¬ 
ing commodities of United States origin, 
namely agricultural chemicals, and have 
shipped and participated in the shipment 
of such commodities to Cuba, in viola¬ 
tion of the United States Export Control 
Act and regulations thereunder. I fur¬ 
ther find that the evidence reasonably 
supports the conclusion that unless ex¬ 
port privileges are temporarily denied, 
the respondents will continue to obtain 
goods of United States origin and there¬ 
after cause them to be shipped to des¬ 
tinations m contravention of the United 
States Export Control Act and regula¬ 


tions. An order temporarily denying 
export privileges to the respondents is 
reasonably necessary for the protection 
of the public interest and national secu¬ 
rity. 

Accordingly, it is hereby ordered: 

1. The respondents, their successors, 
agents, and employees are hereby denied 
all privileges of participating, directly 
or indirectly, in any manner or capacity, 
in an exportation of any commodity or 
technical data from the United States 
to any foreign destination, including 
Canada. Without limitation of the gen¬ 
erality of the foregoing denials of ex¬ 
port privileges, participation in an 
exportation is deemed to include and 
prohibit participation by any respondent 
or related party directly or indirectly in 
any manner or capacity (a) as a party 
or as a representative of a party to any 
validated export license application, or 
documents to be submitted therewith, 
(b) in the preparation or filing of any 
export license application or of any docu¬ 
ments to be submitted therewith, (c) in 
the obtaining or using of any validated 
or general export license or other export 
control document, (d) in the receiving, 
ordering, buying, selling, using or dis¬ 
posing in any foreign country of any 
commodities or technical data, in whole 
or in part exported or to be exported 
from the United States, and (e) in the 
storing, financing, forwarding, trans¬ 
porting, or other servicing of such ex¬ 
ports from the United States; 

2. Such denial of export privileges 
shall extend not only to the respondents, 
but also to any successors and to any 
person, firm, corporation, or business or¬ 
ganization with which they now or here¬ 
after may be related by affiliation, owner¬ 
ship, control, position of responsibility, or 
other connection in the conduct of trade 
or services connected therewith; 

3. This order shall take effect forth¬ 
with and shall remain in effect for a 
period of sixty days from the date hereof, 
unless it is hereafter extended, amended, 
modified, or vacated in accordance with 
the provisions of the United States Ex¬ 
port Regulations; 

4. No person, firm, corporation, part¬ 
nership or other business organization, 
whether in the United States or else¬ 
where, without prior disclosure to and 
specific authorization from the Bureau 
of International Programs, shall do any 
of the following acts, directly or indi¬ 
rectly, in any manner or capacity, on 
behalf of or in any association with any 
such respondents or related party, or 
whereby any such respondent or related 
party may obtain any benefit therefrom 
or have any interest or participation 
therein, directly or indirectly: (a) Apply 
for, obtain, transfer, or use any license, 
shipper’s export declaration, bill of lad¬ 
ing, or other export control document re¬ 
lating to any exportation, re-exportation, 


transshipment, or diversion of any com¬ 
modity or technical data exported or to 
be exported from the United States, by, 
to, or for any such respondent or related 
party denied export privileges; or (b) 
order, buy, receive, use, sell, deliver, store, 
dispose of, forward, transport, finance, 
or otherwise service or participate in 
any exportation, re-exportation, trans¬ 
shipment, or diversion of anj commodity 
or technical data exported or to be ex¬ 
ported from the United States; 

5. A certified copy of this order shall 
be served upon the respondents; 

6. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 382.11(c) of the Export Regulations, 
the respondents may move at any time 
to vacate or modify this temporary denial 
order by filing an appropriate motion 
therefor, supported by evidence, with 
the Compliance Commissioner and may 
request oral hearing thereon, which, if 
requested, shall be held before the Com¬ 
pliance Commissioner at Washington, 
D.C., at the earliest convenient date. 

Dated: December 6,1962. 

Forrest D. Hookers mith. 
Director, 

Office of Export Control. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12166; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket 10067; Order E-19061] 

RIDDLE AIRLINES, INC. 

Order Granting Postponement of 

Inauguration of Service 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
4th day of December 1962. 

In the Domestic Air Cargo-Mail Serv¬ 
ice Case, Docket 10067 et al., Order E- 
18300, adopted May 3, 1962, Riddle Air¬ 
lines, Inc.’s (Riddle) certificate for the 
transportation by air of property and 
mail over Route 120 was amended and 
renewed for a period of five years. The 
certificate became effective on July 2, 
1962, and, pursuant to section 401(f) of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the 
Act) and § 205.2(a) of the Board’s Eco¬ 
nomic Regulations, the carrier was re¬ 
quired to inaugurate service to all points 
on its Route 120 within 90 days from the 
effective date of its certificate, or by Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1962. 

By letter application dated August 16, 
1962, Riddle requested authority to 
postpone inauguration of service until 
December 31, 1962. The carrier stated 
in its request that it was authorized to 
temporarily suspend service until De¬ 
cember 31, 1962, at a number of its do¬ 
mestic points, and that it appears logical 
to extend the date for the inauguration 
of service to all remaining points until 
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December 31,1962. 1 In addition, the car¬ 
rier, on September 25, 1962, submitted a 
plan for the gradual resumption of oper¬ 
ations. According to the carrier, New 
York/Miami service was resumed on Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1962. The carrier has also in¬ 
dicated that service to Orlando, Phila¬ 
delphia and Atlanta would be commenced 
within 60 to 90 days, depending upon 
satisfactory financial results from its 
present New York/Miami/San Juan 
operation. No deadlines have been es¬ 
tablished for inauguration of the re¬ 
mainder of the services authorized. 

Riddle states that the delay in com¬ 
mencing operations pursuant to its new 
certificate is due to financial difficulties. 
The carrier alleges that resumption of 
a full pattern of service is contingent 
upon certain measures designed to 
strengthen the carrier’s economic con¬ 
dition. Certain of these measures have 
been completed, such as the disposal of 
Argosy Aircraft and completion of man¬ 
agement reorganization, while others ap¬ 
pear close to fruition. 

The Board was unable to act on Rid¬ 
dle’s request since its letter application 
failed to conform in substantial part to 
the requirements of Part 205 of the 
Board’s Economic regulations, and the 
earner was so advised. On October 17, 

1962, Riddle resubmitted its letter appli¬ 
cation and served copies on all parties as 
required by sections 3 and 5 of Part 205. 
Pursuant to Part 205, responses to Rid¬ 
dle’s request were to be filed in Docket 
10067 by November 6, 1962. No re¬ 
sponses were filed. 

We have carefully considered Riddle’s 
request to postpone inauguration of serv¬ 
ices until December 31,1962, and we con¬ 
clude that postponement until that time 
is in the public interest. As noted, there 
are no objections to the postponement, 
and the carrier has represented to the 
Board that efforts are presently being 
made to inaugurate service as soon as 
possible. Therefore, we shall permit 
Riddle to delay inauguration until De¬ 
cember 31, 1962. However, we shall not 
entertain any further requests for post¬ 
ponement or suspension of service. 

Riddle has technically been in viola¬ 
tion of section 401 of the Act and Part 
205 since October 1, 1962, but we have 
not deemed it necessary to take action 
pursuant to section 401(f) of the Act. 
Should Riddle, however, fail to inaugu¬ 
rate or reinstitute service by January 1, 

1963, we shall immediately institute a 
proceeding to determine whether Riddle’s 
certificate should cease to be effective. 
The Board will not countenance any fur¬ 
ther failure by the carrier to assume the 


1 Order E-18184, April 5, 1962, authorized 
suspension of service until December 31,1962, 
at the following points on Route 120: Chi¬ 
cago, Detroit, Cleveland, Indianapolis, Boston, 
Tampa-St. Petersburg and Atlanta. The 
same Order permitted Riddle to suspend 
service at Philadelphia until May 20, 1962. 
By Orders E-18341 and E-18464, the suspen¬ 
sion at Philadelphia was continued until 
July 15, 1962. Suspension was not author¬ 
ized at New York, Miami and Orlando. Rid¬ 
dle’s amended certificate includes a new seg¬ 
ment between Boston and New Orleans, via 
the intermediate points New York, Philadel¬ 
phia and Atlanta. 


NOTICES 

responsibilities conferred by its certifi¬ 
cate. 

Accordingly , it is ordered: 

1. That Riddle’s application to post¬ 
pone inauguration of service over its 
domestic system, except with respect to 
New York-Miami, until December 31, 
1962, be and it hereby is granted; 

2. That if Riddle fails to inaugurate 
service by January 1, 1963, an investiga¬ 
tion shall be instituted pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 401(f) to determine whether Rid¬ 
dle’s certificate should cease to be effec¬ 
tive; and 

3. That this order be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12167; Piled, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:46 a.m.l 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. 14736,14737; FCC 62R-153] 

FIVE CITIES BROADCASTING CO., 
INC., AND DOUGLAS COUNTY 
BROADCASTING CO. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

In re applications of Five Cities Broad¬ 
casting Co., Inc., Austell, Georgia, Docket 
No. 14736, File No. BP-14410; Bolling 
Branham tr/as Douglas County Broad¬ 
casting Company, Douglasville, Georgia, 
Docket No. 14737, File No. BP-14731; for 
construction permits. 

1. Bolling Branham tr/as Douglas 
County Broadcasting Company has peti¬ 
tioned to enlarge the issues in the above- 
captioned proceeding. 1 In his petition 
to enlarge issues, Branham alleged that 
one Sid Williams, President, Director and 
50 percent Stockholder of Five Cities 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., had approached 
Theodore T. Matthews of Douglasville, 
Georgia, and held himself out as being 
a representative of the Federal Govern¬ 
ment, that he quizzed Matthews concern¬ 
ing the availability of the transmitter 
site which was leased by Branham and 
had requested to inspect the site; that 
Matthews, believing that Williams rep¬ 
resented the United States Government, 
had shown him the site and discussed its 
availability to Branham with him. 
These allegations are supported by an 
affidavit of one Theodore T. Matthews of 
Douglasville, Georgia. Branham ac¬ 
knowledges that the petition to enlarge 
issues was not filed within the 15 days 
provided by § 1.141(b). He urges that 


1 The Board has before it a petition to en¬ 
large issues filed by Bolling Branhan tr/as 
Douglas County Broadcasting Company, Oc¬ 
tober 9, 1962; Broadcast Bureau’s comments 
regarding petition to enlarge issues, filed 
October 18, 1962; Statement concerning peti¬ 
tion to enlarge issues, filed October 19, 1962 
by Five Cities Broadcasting Co., Inc.; Broad¬ 
cast Bureau’s petition to accept late filed 
pleading, and Broadcast Bureau’s comments 
regarding statement concerning petition to 
enlarge issues, filed November 6, 1962. 


since the representations were not made 
to Matthews until October 1, 1962, and 
the facts verified by affidavit on October 
4, 1962, that the petition to enlarge issues 
was timely filed on October 9, 1962. 

2. The Bureau in its comments regard¬ 
ing the petition to enlarge the issues 
agrees that the petition is timely filed 
and that an issue concerning the conduct 
of Mr. Sid Williams, President, Director 
and 50 percent Stockholder of Five Cities 
should be included. 

3. Five Cities in its statement concern¬ 
ing the petition to enlarge the issues 
flatly denies that Mr. Sid Williams at 
any time held himself out as a repre¬ 
sentative of the Federal Government. 
It argues that Mr. Matthews’ affidavit is 
inconsistent and thus inconclusive. Five 
Cities supports its position by the af¬ 
fidavit of Mr. Sid Williams who recites 
his version of what transpired at Mr. 
Matthews’ home. Five Cities asserts 
that it would have no objection to the 
inclusion of the issue sought by Bran¬ 
ham, providing an issue to determine 
whether Bolling Branham tr/as Douglas 
Broadcasting Company submitted false 
information in the affidavit attached to 
its petition to enlarge the issues and to 
determine his character qualifications 
in the light thereof is included in the 
proceeding. In support of this, it cites 
FCC Memorandum Opinion and Order 
61-1104 released by the Commission Sep¬ 
tember 18, 1961. The Bureau then filed 
its petition to accept a late filed plead¬ 
ing. There were no oppositions, and the 
Bureau’s comments regarding statement 
concerning petition to enlarge issues were 
filed. It addresses itself to that por¬ 
tion of Five Cities’ pleading which rec¬ 
ommends that an additional issue be 
added to inquire whether Branham had 
submitted false information in the af¬ 
fidavit which accompanied his petition. 
The Bureau suggests that the charges 
advanced in the petition to enlarge the 
issues are of an extremely serious nature 
and, if properly supported, might result 
in the disqualification of Five Cities; on 
the other hand, if the petitioner has not 
adequately verified his allegations, this 
fact may well reflect on his qualifica¬ 
tions. In support of this position, the 
Bureau cites Vernon E. Pressley, FCC 61- 
1104, 22 R.R. 100 (1961). 

4. Where, as here, we have two af¬ 
fidavits, each contradictory of the other, 
the only appropriate solution of the 
problem appears to be upon the record 
in an open hearing. Accordingly, it will 
be necessary to add an issue concerning 
the conduct of Mr. Sid Williams. The 
wording of the issue proposed by the 
Broadcast Bureau appears to us to be 
appropriate for this purpose. Since the 
allegations upon which this issue is based 
were advanced by Branham, he should 
bear the burden of proof and of going 
forward with the evidence with respect 
thereto. With respect to the issue urged 
by Five Cities concerning the truthful¬ 
ness of the matters alleged in support or 
the petition to enlarge the issues, we 
agree with Five Cities and with the 
Broadcast Bureau that the allegations 
advanced by the petitioner are 
serious and, if true, might well disquaii y 
an applicant for a broadcast station i- 
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Saturday, December 8, 1962 

cense. However, in this case, unlike the 
pressiey case cited by Five Cities and the 
Bureau, the affidavit relied upon was by 
a disinterested third person, not by the 
petitioner. It is difficult to ascertain 
what further steps petitioner could have 
taken to determine the truth of the 
statements submitted under oath by the 
affiant. The affidavit of Williams may 
raise questions as to the truthfulness of 
Matthews’ affidavit, but it does not af¬ 
ford any basis upon which we can con¬ 
clude that the petitioner should have 
questioned the veracity of one who came 
forward and voluntarily gave his state¬ 
ment under oath. In view of these cir¬ 
cumstances, the issue which Five Cities 
requested must be denied. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. This 3d day 
of December 1962, That the issues in the 
above-captioned proceeding be enlarged 
as follows: To determine whether Sid 
Williams, President, Director, and 50 
percent Stockholder of Five Cities 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., did on October 
1, 1962, falsely represent himself to 
Theodore T. Matthews of Douglasville, 
Georgia, as being a representative of 
the Federal Government while endeavor¬ 
ing to obtain information concerning an 
application before the Federal Commu¬ 
nications Commission, or made rep¬ 
resentations which reasonably led 
Matthews to believe that Williams was 
such representative, and, if so, whether 
Five Cities Broadcasting Co., Inc., pos¬ 
sesses the character qualifications to be 
a licensee of the Federal Communica¬ 
tions Commission. 

It is further ordered. That the burden 
of proof and of going forward with the 
evidence with respect to the above issue 
is upon Bolling Branham tr/as Douglas 
County Broadcasting Company. 

Released: December 5, 1962. 

Federal Communications 

Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 62-12174; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 

[Docket Nos. 14835, 14836; FCC 62M-1605] 

NORTH ATLANTA BROADCASTING 
CO. AND J. LEE FRIEDMAN 

Statement and Order After Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of Charles Smithgall 
& Lessie B. Smithgall, d/b as North At¬ 
lanta Broadcasting Company, North At¬ 
lanta, Georgia, Docket No. 14835, File No. 
BP-12837; J. Lee Friedman, North At¬ 
lanta, Georgia, Docket No. 14836, File 
No. BP-14081; for construction permits. 

A prehearing conference was held to¬ 
day, attended by counsel for the appli¬ 
cants, respondents WCTT and WPTF, 
the Broadcas t Bureau. Among 
other things which will appear in the 
transcript of the conference, the follow¬ 
ing schedule was agreed upon: 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

Preliminary exchange of engineering 
and lay exhibits by February 4, 1963. 

Final exchange of engineering and lay 
exhibits by February 25, 1963. 

Receipt of notification of witnesses de¬ 
sired for cross-examination by February 
28, 1963. 

Hearing, rescheduled from December 
27, 1962 to Monday, March 4, 1963, at 10 
a.m., in the offices of the Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 

So ordered, This 4th day of December 
1962. 

Released: December 5, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12175; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 1077] 

ATLANTIC/GULF PUERTO RICO 
TRADE 

Investigation of Increased Rates 

It appearing that there have been 
filed with the Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission by J. L. Marty, Agent, revised 
pages to United States Atlantic and 
Gulf-Puerto Rico Tariff FMC-F No. 1, 
which publish increased rates on com¬ 
modities prefixed by a diamond increase 
symbol, designated as follows: 

First Revised Page No. 41, 

First Revised Page No. 43, 

Second Revised Page No. 44, 

Third Revised Page No. 46, 

Fourth Revised Page No. 46, 

Second Revised Page No. 49, 

First Revised Page No. 51, 

Second Revised Page No. 52, 

Fourth Revised Page No. 55, 

Second Revised Page No. 56, 

Second Revised Page No. 56A, 

Third Revised Page No. 68, 

Second Revised Page No. 70, 

Fifth Revised Page No. 71, 

Second Revised Page No. 79, 

First Revised Page No. 84, 

First Revised Page No. 85, 

First Revised Page No. 94; 
and First Revised Page No. 94; 

and 

It further appearing that Waterman 
Steamship Corporation of Puetro Rico 
is the only participating carrier named 
in the aforementioned tariff; and 
It further appearing that upon con¬ 
sideration of the increased rates, the 
Commission is of the opinion that said 
rates should be made the subject of a 
public investigation and hearing to de¬ 
termine whether they are just, reason¬ 
able, and otherwise lawful under the 
Shipping Act, 1916, as amended, or the 
Intercoastal Shipping Act, 1933, as 
amended; 

Now therefore it is ordered, That an 
investigation be, and it is hereby, insti¬ 
tuted into and concerning the lawfulness 
of the increased rates on the afore¬ 


mentioned revised pages, with a view to 
making such findings and orders in the 
premises as the facts and circumstances 
shall warrant; and 

It is further ordered, That all subse¬ 
quent revisions of the said rates filed by 
the respondents in this proceeding shall 
be, and they are hereby, placed under 
investigation in this proceeding; and 

It is further ordered, That (I) the in¬ 
vestigation herein ordered be assigned 
for public hearing before an examiner of 
the Commission’s Office oi Hearing Ex¬ 
aminers, at a date and place to be de¬ 
termined and announced by the Chief 
Examiner; (II) Waterman Steamship 
Corporation of Puerto Rico and J. L. 
Marty, Agent, be and they are hereby 
made respondents in this proceeding; 
(III) a copy of this order shall forthwith 
be served upon the respondents and any 
Protestants herein; (IV) the said re¬ 
spondents and protestants be duly noti¬ 
fied of the time and place of the hearing 
ordered; and (V) this order and notice 
of the said hearing be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By order of the Commission dated No¬ 
vember 21,1962. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12168; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. G-3083 etc.] 

HUMBLE OIL & REFINING CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Applications and Date of 
Hearing 

November 29, 1962. 

Humble Oil & Refining Company, 
Docket No. G-3083; Hollandsworth and 
Travis (Operator), et al., Docket No. 
G-4012; Pan American Petroleum Cor¬ 
poration, Docket No. G-10115; Gulf Oil 
Corporation (Operator), et al., Docket 
No. CI60-412; The Ohio Oil Company 
(Operator) (now Marathon Oil Com¬ 
pany), Docket No. CI60-497; Stewart & 
Gouger Drilling Company, et al., Docket 
No. CI60-541; Breuer & Curran Oil Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. CI60-581; Kirby Petro¬ 
leum Company, Operator, Docket No. 
CI60-610; Acco Oil & Gas Company (Op¬ 
erator) , et al., Docket No. CI60-724; Joe 
Bander, et al., Docket No. CI62-163; U.S. 
Natural Gas Corporation (Operator), et 
al., Docket No. CI62-594; The British- 
American Oil Company (Operator), et 
al., Docket No. CI62-984; Pan American 
Petroleum Corporation, Docket No. CI62- 
1049; Midhurst Oil Corporation (Oper¬ 
ator) , et al., Docket No. CI62-1159; Mid¬ 
hurst Oil Corporation, Docket No. CI62- 
1160; Midhurst Oil Corporation (Oper¬ 
ator), et al., Docket No. CI62-1161; Sun 
Oil Company (Gulf Coast Division), 
Docket No. CI62-1186; Roy M. Huffing- 
ton, Inc., et al., Docket No. CI62-1197; 
Petroleum Exploration, Inc., of Texas, et 
al., Docket No. CI62-1210; John Franks 
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(Operator), et al., Docket No. CI62-1226; 
Humble Oil & Refining Company, Docket 
No. CI62-1236; Phillips Petroleum Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. CI62-1249; Mid-Amer- 
ica Minerals Inc., Docket No. CI62-1377; 
Phillips Petroleum Company, Docket No. 
CI62-1462; Monsanto Chemical Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. CI63-25; Consolidated 
Oil & Gas, Inc., Docket No. CI63-78; Cal- 
West Development Company, Docket No. 
CI63-130; Hollandsworth & Travis (Op¬ 
erator) , et al.. Docket No. CI63-147; Sun- 
ray DX Oil Company, Docket No. CI63- 
150; Whitehall Oil Company, Inc., 
Docket No. CI63-152; Whitehall Oil 
Company, Inc., Docket No. CI63-153; 
Ashland Oil and Refining Company, 
Docket No. 163-159; John W. Pace (Op¬ 
erator), et al., Docket No. CI63-160; 
Katex Oil Company, Docket No. CI63- 
163; Cities Service Petroleum Company, 
Docket No. CI63-167; Harry Hampton 
Enterprises, Docket No. CI63-170; Vic¬ 
tor Hale, et al., Docket No. CI63-171; 
Peter J. Barber, et al., Docket No. 
CI63-174; Calorm Oil & Gas Company, 
Docket No. CI63-175; Pemco Gas, Inc., 
Docket No. CI63-176; Calvert Explora¬ 
tion Company (Operator), et al., Docket 
No. CI63-177; St. Clair Oil Company, 
Docket No. CI63-180; Shell Oil Company, 
Docket No. CI63-181; N. R. Dispenza, et 
al., by Canyon Oil Company, Inc., Agent, 
Docket No. CI63-199; N. R. Dispenza, et 
al., by Canyon Oil Company, Inc., Agent, 
Docket No. CI63-223; E. Lyle Johnson 
(Operator), et al., Docket No. CI63-235; 
Carroll T. Payne, et al., Docket No. 
CI63-248; Star Oil & Gas Company, et al., 
Docket No. CI63-251; Stekoll Petroleum 
Corporation, et al., Docket No. CI63-258; 
Texaco, Inc., Docket No. CI63-266; Doug¬ 
las Whitaker (Operator), Docket No. 
CI63-270; Marathon Oil Company (Op¬ 
erator), et al., Docket No. CI63-271; 
Woods Exploration & Producing Com¬ 
pany, Inc. (Operator), et al.. Docket No. 
CI63-274; Shell Oil Company (Operator 
and Agent), et al., Docket No. CI63-276; 
Russell Maguire (Operator), et al., Dock¬ 
et No. CI63-277; Harper Oil Company 
(Operator), et al.. Docket No. CI63-279; 
Tenneco Corporation, Docket No. CI63- 
282; Hugh A. Hawthorne, Docket No. 
CI63-291; Raymond R. Sirkle, Trustee, 
Docket No. CI63-297; Hugh A. Haw¬ 
thorne, Docket No. CI63-299. 

Take notice that each of the above 
Applicants has filed an application pur¬ 
suant to section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing the sale and 
delivery of natural gas in interstate 
commerce, or for the amendment of an 
outstanding certificate authorization, or 
for the amendment of a pending appli¬ 
cation for certificate authorization, all as 
more fully described in the respective 
applications (and any supplements or 
amendments thereto, as indicated) 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

The Applicants herein produce and 
propose to sell natural gas for transpor¬ 
tation in interstate commerce for resale 
as indicated below; 


Docket No. 
and filing 


Field and location 


date* 


0-3083. 

(C-8/13/62) 

0-4012. 

(C-7/30/62) 

0-10115_ 

(C-3/21/62) 

CI60-412_ 

(A-3/31/60) 


C160-497. 

(A-4/4/60) 

(B-8/17/62) 

C160-541. 

(A-5/2/60) 

C160-581_ 

(A-5/9/60) 

C160-610_ 

(A-5/13/60) 

C160-724_ 

(A-6/9/60) 

(B-6/25/62) 

C162-163. 

(A-8/9/61) 

C162-594. 

(A-12/4/61) 

(B-9/5/62) 

C162-984.. 

(A-2/23/62) 

C162-1049_ 

(A-3/8/62) 

C162-1159_ 

(A-3/19/62) 

C162-1160_ 

(A-3/19/62) 


C162-1161. 

(A-3/27/62) 

C162-1186. 

(A-4/4/62) 

C162-1197_ 

(A-4/6/62) 

CI62-1210. 

(A-4/11/62) 

C162-1226_ 

(A-4/16/62) 

CI62-1236. 

(A-4/19/62) 

C162-1249_ 

(A-4/23/62) 

C162-1377_ 

(C-8/27/62) 


Woodlawn Field, Harrison 
County, Tex. 

_do...— 

Green wood-Waskom Field, 
Caddo Parish, La. 

Chenango and Blue Lake 
Fields, Brazoria County, 
Tex. 

Palacios Field, Matagorda 
County, Tex. 

Northern Ranch, Mata¬ 
gorda County, Tex. 

South Boyle Field, Starr 
County, Tex. 

South Hamman Field, Mat¬ 
agorda County, Tex. 

Appling Field, Calhoun 
County, Tex. 

Acreage in Wise County, 
Tex. 

Joyce Creek area, Sweet¬ 
water County, Wyo. 

Doyle Field, Stephens 
County, Okla. 

Riverside Field, Weld 
County, Colo. 

Tomball Southeast Field, 
Harris County, Tex. 

Maxie Field, Forrest, La¬ 
mar and Pearl River 
Counties, Miss. 

Witte Field, Victoria 
County, Tex. 

Lake Pelto Field, Terre¬ 
bonne Parish, La. 

Haynes Field, Calcasieu 
Parish, La. 

Dude Wilson Field, Roberta 
County, Tex. 

North Liberty Hill Field, 
Bienville Parish, La. 

Minden Field, Webster 
Parish, La. 

Panhandle Field, Hutchin¬ 
son County, Tex. 

Como and East Balko 
Fields, Beaver County, 
Okla. 


C162-1462— 
(A-6/6/62) 

C163-25_ 

(A-7/6/62) 

C163-78_ 

(A-7/18/62) 

(B-8/6/62) 

C163-130_ 

(A-7/31/62) 

C163-147_ 

(A-8/2/62) 

C163-150— 
(A-8/3/62) 
CI63-152.. _ 
(A-8/3/62) 

C163-153. 

(A-8/3/62) 

C163-159— 
(A-8/6/62) 

CI63-160- 

(A-8/6/62) 

CI63-163- 

(A-8/6/62) 

CI63-167_ 

(A-8/6/62) 

CI63-170_ 

(A-8/8/62) 

C163-171— 
(A-8/7/62) 

CI63-174_ 

(A-8/8/62) 
CI63-175— 
(A-8/8/62) 

CI63-176_ 

(A-8/8/62) 

C163-177_ 

(A-8/8/62) 

CI63-180- 

(A-8/9/62) 

CI63-181_ 

(A-8/9/62) 


Benedum Plant, TJpton 
County, Tex. 

Dude Wilson Field, Roberts 
County, Tex. 

Basin Dakota Field, San 
Juan County, N. Mex. 

Braxton County, W. Va- 

Waskom Field, Harrison 
County, Tex. 

Beaver and Harper Coun¬ 
ties, Okla. 

Northwest Quinland Field, 
Woodward County, Okla. 

Southwest Anadarko Basin, 
Beaver County, Okla. 

McKinney Field, Clark and 
Meade Counties, Kans. 

South Cabeza Creek Field, 
Goliad County, Tex. 

Mocane-Laverne Field, 
Beaver County, Okla. 

Chase Group, Seward 
County, Kans. 

Glenville District, Gilmer 
County, W. Va. 

Middle Creek Field, Floyd 
County, Ky. 

Smithfield District, Roane 
County, W. Va. 

Washington District, Cal¬ 
houn County, W. Va. 

Skin Creek District, Lewis 
County, W. Va. 

Hugoton Formation, Texas 
County, Okla. 

Collins Settlement District, 
Lewis County, W. Va. 

Ring wood Field, Major 
County, Okla. 


Purchaser 


Mississippi River Fuel 
Corp. 

__do... 

Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corp. 

Florida Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Co. 1 

.do...— 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 


Natural Gas Pipeline 
Co. of America. 

Mountain Fuel Supply 
Co. 

Lone Star Gas Co- 

Kansas-Nebraska Nat¬ 
ural Gas Co., Inc. 

Tennessee Gas Trans¬ 
mission Co. 

United Gas Pipe Line 
Co. 

Texas Illinois Natural 
Gas Pipeline Co. 

Tennessee Gas Trans¬ 
mission Co. 

United Gas Pipe Line 
Co. 

Northern Natural Gas 
Co. 

Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corp. 

.do. 

Northern Natural Gas 
Co. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co. 

Northern Natural Gas 
Co. 

.do... 

El Paso Natural Gas Col 


Equitable Gas Co. 

Arkansas-Louisiana Gas 
Co. 

Northern Natural Gas 
Co. 

Cities Service Gas Co... 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co. 

Northern Natural Gas 
Co. 

Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corp. 

Panhandle Eastern 
Pqoe Line Co. 

Hope Natural Gas Co... 

Columbian Fuel Corp... 

Hope Natural Gas Co... 

.do. 

.do__ 

Kansas-Nebraska Nat¬ 
ural Gas Co., Inc. 

Equitable Gas Co. 

Oklahoma Natural Gas 
Co. and Warren Pe¬ 
troleum Corp. 


Initial price per 
Mcf 


Related rate 
schedule 


Number 


Supple- 

ment 


14.6392 cents at 
14.65 psia. 
14.8892 cents at 
14.65 psia. 
16.2 cents at 
15.025 psia. 
17.5 cents at 
14.65 psia. 


21 

21 

2 

2 

150 

234 


9 

10 

19 

20 
16 


17.5 cents at 
14.65 psia. 


234 


17.5 cents at 
14.65 psia. 
16.0 cents at 
14.65 psia. 
17.5 cents at 
14.65 psia. 


3 

2 

12 


17.0 cents at 4 


14.65 psia. 


14.0 cents at 

1 

14.65 psia. 

1 

12.0 cents at 15.025 

2 

psia. 


15.0 cents at 14.65 

51 

psia. 

51 

12.0 cents at 15.025 

341 

psia. 

13.49751 cents at 

15 

14.65 psia. 

20.0 cents at 15.025 

13 

psia. 


13.0 cents at 14.65 

17 

psia. 

21.25 cents at 

147 

15.025 psia. 

18.8 cents at 15.025 

2 

psia. 

17.0 cents at 14.65 

9 

psia. 

16.4161 cents at 

7 

15.025 psia. 

18.25 cents at 

305 

15.025 psia. 

17.04 cents at 

383 

14.65 psia. 

17.0 cents at 14.65 

15 

psia. 


16.04 cents at 14.65 

386 

psia. 


17.0 cents at 14.65 
psia. 

13.0 cents at 15.025 

9 

i 

psia. 


25.0 cents at 

i 

15.325 psia. 

i 

11.2996 cents at 

4 

14.65 psia. 

17.0 cents at 14.65 

224 

psia. . 

15.0 cents at 14.65 

5 

psia. 

17.0 cents at 14.65 

6 

15.0 cents at 14.65 

79 

psia. 

11.8 cents at 14.65 

3 

psia. 

3 

17.0 cents at 14.65 
psia. 

14.0 cents at 14.65 

6 

159 

psia. 

25.0 cents at 15.325 

1 

psia. 

18.0 cents at 15.325 

8 

psia. 


25.0 cents at 15.325 
psia. 

25.0 cents at 15.325 
psia. 

25.0 cents at 15.325 

1 

1 

10 

psia. 


17.0 cents at 14.65 

1 

psia. 

1 

25.0 cents at 15.325 

10 

psia. 

11.0 cents at 14.65 

277 

psia. 

277 

277 


1 

3 


1 


(*) 

(*) 


1 


1 


1 

2 


* A—initial service certificate application. 

B—application to amend pending certificate application. 
C—application to amend outstanding certificate, 
i Formerly Coastal Transmission Corporation. 

21 to 8 inclusive. 

* 1 to 4 inclusive. 
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Docket No. 
and filing 

Field and location 

Purchaser 

Initial price per 

Related rate 
schedule 

date* 



Mcf 

Number 

Supple¬ 

ment 

CI63-199_ 

Acreage in Logan County, 

Kansas-Nebraska Nat- 

10.0 cents at 16.4 

1 


(A-8/13/62) 

(B—8/21/62) 

Colo. 

.do.... 

ural Gas Co., Inc. 

psia. 

10.0 cents at 16.4 
psia. 

12.0 cents at 16.4 

2 


(A—8/17/62) 

(B—8/21/62) 
rna-MS _ 

Chappell Gas Field, Sedge- 
wick County, Colo. 

Grant District, Harrison 
County, W. Va. 

DeKalb District, Gilmer 


1 


~ (A—8/20/62) 
CI63-248_ 

Hope Natural Gas Co... 

psia. 

25.0 cents at 15.325 

1 


(A—8/22/62) 
CI63-251 

.do. 

psia. 

25.0 cents at 15.325 

1 


(A—8/22/62) 
CI63-258. 

County, W. Va. 

Mocane Field, Beaver 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe 

psia. 

17.0 cents at 14.65 

15 


(A—8/24/62) 

C163-266_ 

County, Okla. 

Rolling Hills Field, Nueces 

Line Co. 

Texas Eastern Trans¬ 

psia. 

15.0 cents at 14.65 

302 


(A—8/27/62) 
CI63-270. 

County, Tex. 

Sugar Creek Field, Clai¬ 

mission Corp. 

Texas Gas Transmis¬ 

psia. 

18.25 cents at 

5 


(A—8/27/62) 
CI63-271_ 

borne Parish, La. 

Yates Plant, Yates Field, 

sion Corp. 

Northern Natural Gas 

15.025 psia. 

14.0 cents at 14.65 

82 


(A—8/27/62) 

Pecos County, Tex. 
Doehrman Field, Dewitt 

Co. 

psia. 

82 

1 

CI63-27L. 

Texas Eastern Trans¬ 

11.8 cents at 14.65 

5 

(A—8/29/62) 

C163-276. 

County, Tex. 

Checker Board Area, Beaver 

mission Corp. 

Northern Natural Gas 

psia. 

17.0 cents at 14.65 

280 


(A—8/30/62) 

County, Okla. 

Co. 

psia. 

280 

1 

CI63—277. 

Beaver County, Okla. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co. 

Lone Star Gas Co.. 

17.0 cents at 14.65 

H 


(A-8/30/62) 

C163-279. 

Crews Field, Stephens 

psia. 

15.0 cents at 14.65 

30 


(A—8/31/62) 
CI63-282. 

County, Okla. 

Blanco Mesa Verde Field, 

El Paso Natural Gas Co. 

psia. 

13.0 cents at 15.025 

138 


(A-8/31/62) 

C163-291. 

San Juan County, N. Mex. 
South Elton Field, Jefferson 

American Louisiana 

psia. 

19.75 cents at 

1 


(A—9/4/62) 

Davis Parish, La. 

Middle Creek Field, Floyd 

Pipe Line Co. 

15.025 psia. 

1 

1 

C163-297. 

Kentucky West Vir¬ 

18.0 cents at 15.225 

2 


(A—9/4/62) 
CI63-299-.. 

County, Ky. 

South Elton Field, Jefferson 

ginia Gas Co. 

United Gas Pipe Line 

psia. 

19.25 cents at 

2 


(A—9/4/62) 

Davis Parish, La. 

Co. 

15.025 psia. 




See footnote on page 12200. 

Each Applicant in this consolidated 
proceeding has filed a related rate sched¬ 
ule for the proposed service, as indicated 
in the foregoing tabulation. 

These matters should be heard on a 
consolidated record and disposed of as 
promptly as possible under the appli¬ 
cable rules and regulations and to that 
end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on Janu¬ 
ary 3, 1963, at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t., in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 
such applications: Provided, however. 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 
for Applicants to appear or be repre¬ 
sented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or 
before December 21, 1962. Failure of 
any party to appear at and participate 
in the hearing shall be construed as 
waiver of and concurrence in omission 
herein of the intermediate decision pro¬ 
cedure in cases where a request therefor 
is made: Provided, further, That if a 
protest, petition to intervene or notice 
oi intervention be timely filed in any of 
the above dockets, the above hearing 
oate as to that docket will be vacated 


and a new date for hearing will be fixed 
as provided in § 1.20(m) (2) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12038; Piled, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 

[Docket No. CP63-14] 

FLORIDA GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

December 3,1962. 

Take notice that on July 16, 1962, as 
supplemented on July 30, 1962, and Sep¬ 
tember 17, 1962, Florida Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Company (Applicant), P.O. Box 44, 
Winter Park, Florida, filed in Docket No. 
CP63-14 an application pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and operation of certain facilities and 
the sale and delivery of natural gas to 
Geneva County Gas District (District) 
for resale and distribution by the latter 
in the communities of Geneva, Hartford, 
Samson and Slocomb, all in Geneva 
County, Alabama, all as more fully set 
forth in the application, as supple¬ 
mented, on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate the necessary related gas meter¬ 
ing and regulating facilities on its 24- 
inch transmission line at a point near 
the county line between Holmes and 
Walton Counties, Florida. The pro¬ 
posed facilities are estimated to cost 
$15,300, which cost will be financed from 
cash on hand. 

The application shows the estimated 
third year peak day and annual natural 


gas requirements of District to be 4,527 
Mcf and 262,629 Mcf, respectively. 

District proposes to construct and 
operate a gas transmission line and the 
necessary distribution facilities for the 
four communities to be served. The 
estimated cost of these facilities is 
$1,900,000. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end : 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on January 
8, 1963, at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t., in a Hearing 
Room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., con¬ 
cerning the matters involved in and the 
issues presented by such application: 
Provided, however. That the Commission 
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, 
it will be unnecessary for Applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before De¬ 
cember 28, 1962. Failure of any party 
to appear at and participate in the hear¬ 
ing shall be construed as waiver of and 
concurrence in omission herein of the 
intermediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12148; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Project No. 2324] 

PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT NO. 1 OF 
CHELAN COUNTY, WASH. 

Notice of Application for License 

December 3, 1962. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication has been filed under the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a-825r) 
by Public Utility District No. 1 of Chelan 
County, Washington (correspondence 
to: PUD No. 1 of Chelan County, Atten¬ 
tion: Kirby Billingsley, Manager, P.O. 
Box 1231, Wenatchee, Washington), for 
license for proposed Project No. 2324, to 
be known as the Dry den Project, to be 
located on the Wenatchee River in 
Chelan County, Washington, in the vi¬ 
cinity of Dry den, and affecting lands of 
the United States within Wenatchee 
National Forest. 

The project would consist of: (1) Con¬ 
crete outlet works including a radial 
gate section, two stop-log sections, and 
two fishways, to be constructed about 
2,000 feet below the outlet of Lake 
Wenatchee; excavation of the outlet of 
Lake Wenatchee to allow drawdown dur¬ 
ing fall and winter months of about 
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18,000 acre-feet of usable storage; (2) 
an existing overflow-type Z-shaped di¬ 
version dam located about 1 mile up¬ 
stream from Dry den, including an up¬ 
stream timber crib section about 10 feet 
high and 200 feet long, containing a fish 
ladder; a downstream timber crib sec¬ 
tion, about 100 feet long, extending from 
the left bank, to be reconstructed to in¬ 
clude fishways, ice and debris bypass 
facilities, and a gated canal intake; a 
concrete retaining wall 5 to 10 feet high 
and about 750 feet long connecting the 
offshore ends of the upstream and down¬ 
stream timber crib section; an unlined 
canal about 5,200 feet long; and a con¬ 
crete lined canal about 3,560 feet long; 
and (3) earth-fill dam 50 feet high, with 
spillway, to be constructed across the 
mouth of Williams Canyon, about 2 miles 
downstream from the diversion dam; a 
control structure at the entrance to the 
irrigation canal below Williams Canyon; 
a powerhouse at Williams Canyon (in¬ 
cluding migratory fish facilities) with 
a 10,300 horsepower turbine connected 
to a 7,500 KVA generator installed 
therein with space for a similar unit; a 
substation; and appurtenant facilities. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure of the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). The last day upon which pro¬ 
tests or petitions may be filed is Janu¬ 
ary 31, 1963. The application is on file 
with the Commission for public in¬ 
spection. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12149; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 

HOUSING AND HOME 
FINANCE AGENCY 

Office of the Administrator 

ACTING REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR 
ET AL., REGION V (FORT WORTH) 

Designations 

The officers appointed to the follow¬ 
ing listed positions in Region V (Fort 
Worth) are hereby designated to serve 
as Acting Regional Administrator, Re¬ 
gion V, during the absence of the Re¬ 
gional Administrator, with all the pow¬ 
ers, functions, and duties delegated or 
assigned to the Regional Administrator, 
provided that no officer is authorized 
to serve as Acting Regional Administra¬ 
tor unless all other officers whose titles 
precede his in this designation are un¬ 
able to act by reason of absence: 

1. Deputy Regional Administrator. 

2. Regional Director of Community 
Facilities. 

3. Regional Director of Urban Renewal. 

4. Regional Counsel. 

5. Director, Community Requirements 
Branch. 

The officers appointed to the positions 
in Region V (Fort Worth) listed under 
1, 2, and 3 below are hereby designated 
to serve as the Acting Regional Director 


as specified below during the absence of 
the Regional Director of Community Fa¬ 
cilities, the Regional Director of Urban 
Renewal, or the Regional Director of 
Administration, respectively, with all 
the powers, functions, and duties dele¬ 
gated or assigned to the respective Re¬ 
gional Director, provided that no officer 
is authorized to serve as Acting Regional 
Director unless all other officers whose 
titles precede his in the respective desig¬ 
nations below are unable to act by reason 
of absence: 

1. Acting Regional Director of Com¬ 
munity Facilities: 

a. Deputy Regional Director of Com¬ 
munity Facilities. 

b. Assistant to the Regional Director 
of Community Facilities. 

2. Acting Regional Director of Urban 
Renewal: 

a. Deputy Regional Director of Urban 
Renewal 

b. Chief, Operations Staff, Urban 
Renewal Branch. 

c. Assistant Regional Director for 
Special Programs. 

3. Acting Regional Director of Admin¬ 
istration : 

a. Head, Budget and Management 
Section, Administrative Branch. 

This designation supersedes the desig¬ 
nation effective August 22, 1962 (27 F.R. 
8397, August 22, 1962). 

(Housing and Home Finance Administrator’s 
delegation effective May 4, 1962 (27 F.R. 4319, 
May 4, 1962)) 

Effective as of the 8th day of Decem¬ 
ber 1962. 

[SEAL] R. A. Bethune, 

Regional Administrator, 

Region V. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12160; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 70-4094] 

COLUMBIA GAS SYSTEM, INC. 

Notice of Proposed Issuance and Sale 

of Debentures at Competitive Bid¬ 
ding 

December 4,1962. 

Notice is hereby given that The Co¬ 
lumbia Gas System, Inc. (“Columbia”), 
120 East 41st Street, New York 17, New 
York, a registered holding company, has 
filed a declaration with this Commission 
pursuant to the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act”), designat¬ 
ing sections 6 and 7 of the Act and Rule 
50 promulgated thereunder as appli¬ 
cable to the proposed transaction. All 
interested persons are referred to the 
declaration, on file at the office of the 
Commission, for a statement of the 
transaction therein proposed which is 
summarized below. 

Columbia proposes to issue and sell, 
pursuant to the competitive bidding re¬ 
quirements of Rule 50 under the Act, 
$25,000,000 principal amount of its — 
percent Debentures, Series Due January 


1988. The interest rate on the new 
debentures (which shall be a multiple 
of Vs of 1 percent and the price, ex¬ 
clusive of accrued interest, to be paid to 
the company (which shall be not less 
than 98y 2 percent nor more than 101 y 2 
percent of the principal amount) will be 
determined by the competitive bidding. 
The new debentures will be issued under 
a Fourth Supplemental Indenture to the 
1961 Indenture between Columbia and 
Morgan Guaranty Trust Company of 
New York, Trustee. 

From the net proceeds realized from 
the sale of the new debentures, Columbia 
will redeem $23,480,000 principal amount 
of its 5% percent Debentures, Series N 
Due 1984, about February 13, 1963. In 
connection with this redemption, Co¬ 
lumbia will pay a redemption premium 
of $1,115,300. The balance of the net 
proceeds will be added to the general 
funds of the corporation. 

Fees and expenses incident to the pro¬ 
posed transaction are to be filed by 
amendment. The declaration states 
that no State commission and no Fed¬ 
eral commission, other than this Com¬ 
mission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transaction. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than De¬ 
cember 26,1962, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said declaration which 
he desires to controvert; or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified if the Commis¬ 
sion should order a hearing thereon. 
Any such request should be addressed: 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C. A 
copy of such request should be served 
personally or by mail (air mail if the 
person being served is located more than 
500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon declarant at the address stated 
above, and proof of service (by affidavit 
or, in case of an attorney-at-law, by 
certificate) should be filed contempor¬ 
aneously with the request. At any time 
after said date, the declaration, as filed 
or as amended, may be permitted to be¬ 
come effective as provided in Rule 23 of 
the general rules and regulations pro¬ 
mulgated under the Act, or the Commis¬ 
sion may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12153; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[File No. 22-3450] 

GENERAL AMERICAN TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CORP. 

Notice of Application and Opportunity 
for Hearing 

December 4,1962. 

Notice is hereby given that General 
American Transportation Corporation 
has filed an application pursuant r 
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clause (ii) of section 310(b)(1) of the 
Trust Indenture Act of 1939 (hereinafter 
referred to as the Act) for a finding by 
the Commission that the trusteeship of 
the Manufacturers Hanover Trust Com¬ 
pany (Manufacturers Trust) under in¬ 
dentures with respect to six existing 
series of equipment trust certificates of 
the Company, namely Series 41, 44, 47, 
49 53 and 56, which were not heretofore 
qualified under the Act, and the trustee¬ 
ship of Manufacturers Trust under a new 
indenture which is proposed to be quali¬ 
fied under the Act is not so likely to 
involve a material conflict of interest as 
to make it necessary in the public inter¬ 
est or for the protection of investors to 
disqualify Manufacturers Trust from 
acting as trustee under the existing six 
trusteeships and under the indenture to 
be qualified. 

Section 310(b) of the Act, which is in¬ 
cluded in § 9.07 of the proposed inden¬ 
ture, provides in part that if a trustee 
under an indenture qualified under the 
Act has or shall acquire any conflicting 
interest (as defined in that section), it 
shall within ninety days after ascer¬ 
taining that it has such conflicting in¬ 
terest, either eliminate such conflicting 
interest or resign. Subsection (1) of 
this section provides, with certain excep¬ 
tions stated therein, that a trustee under 
a qualified indenture shall be deemed to 
have a conflicting interest if such trustee 
is trustee under another indenture under 
which any other securities, or certificates 
of interest or participation in any other 
securities of the same issuer are out¬ 
standing. 

The present application, filed pursuant 
to clause (ii) of section 310(b)(1) of 
the Act seeks to exclude the six existing 
indentures of the Company, under which 
Manufacturers Trust serves as trustee, 
from the operation of section 310(b) (1) 
of the Act. 

The effect of the provision contained 
in clause (ii) of section 310(b) ( 1 ) of the 
Act on the matter of the present applica¬ 
tion is such that the six existing inden¬ 
tures referred to above may be excluded 
from the operation of section 310(b) ( 1 ) 
of the Act if the Company shall have sus¬ 
tained the burden of proving, by this 
application to the Commission and after 
opportunity for hearing thereon that the 
trusteeship of Manufacturers Trust un¬ 
der the presently outstanding indentures 
and under the proposed new indenture 
is not so likely to involve a material 
conflict of interest as to make it neces¬ 
sary in the public interest or for the 
protection of investors to disqualify 
Manufacturers Trust from acting as 
trustee under the indenture to be quali¬ 
fied. 

The Company alleges that: 

(1) The Company proposes to issue 
and sell approximately $35,000,000 ag¬ 
gregate principal amount of its __ per¬ 
cent Equipment Trust Certificates due 
January 15, 1983 (Series 60) to be issued 
a new ind . en ture to be executed by 
the Company with Manufacturers Trust 
as trustee; 

( . 2) Company proposes to issue 
new equipment trust certifi- 
ates to the public. Accordingly, it will 
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file a registration statement under the 
Securities Act of 1933 and an indenture 
to be qualified under the Trust Inden¬ 
ture Act of 1939. 

(3) Manufacturers Trust, the proposed 

trustee under the indenture to be quali¬ 
fied is presently the trustee under inden¬ 
tures with respect to six existing series of 
equipment trust certificates of the Com¬ 
pany, namely Series 41, 44, 47, 49, 53, and 
56. The trust certificates comprising 
such series were privately placed with 
institutional investors and therefore 
were not registered under the Securities 
Act of 1933, and the indentures with re¬ 
spect thereto were not qualified under 
the Trust Indenture Act of 1939. $39,- 

984,000 in aggregate principal amount of 
such certificates is outstanding under the 
present Manufacturers Trust trustee¬ 
ships. 

(4) Such differences as will exist be¬ 
tween the indentures with respect to the 
existing Manufacturers Trust trustee¬ 
ships and the new indenture will not 
give rise to a conflict of interest in the 
trustee as to make it necessary in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
investors to disqualify Manufacturers 
Trust from acting as trustee under the 
new indenture. An event of default by 
the Company under the existing Manu¬ 
facturers Trust indentures or any other 
equipment trust or indenture under 
which Manufacturers Trust is Trustee 
will also be an event of default under 
the proposed new indenture. However, 
such other six indentures do not contain 
a comparable provision. 

(5) Each series of the Company’s 
existing trust certificates is secured by 
a separate lot of identified railroad cars. 
In the event that the trustee should 
have occasion to proceed under any such 
indenture against the cars securing such 
indenture, this would not affect the se¬ 
curity or the use of any such security 
under any of the other indentures, so 
that existence of the other indentures 
would in any way inhibit or discourage 
the trustee’s actions. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all 
persons are referred to said application 
which is on file in the offices of the Com¬ 
mission at 425 Second Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

Notice is further given that an order 
granting the application may be issued 
by the Commission at any time on or 
after December 1, 1962, unless prior 
thereto a hearing upon the application 
is ordered by the Commission, as pro¬ 
vided in clause (ii) of section 310(b) (1) 
of the Trust Indenture Act of 1939. Any 
interested person may, not later than 
December 20, 1962, at 5:30 p.m., e.s.t., 
in writing, submit to the Commission, 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
upon this application or the desirability 
of a hearing thereon. Any such com¬ 
munication or request should be ad¬ 
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, 425 Second Street 
NW., Washington 25, D.C., and should 
state briefly the nature of the interest 
of the person submitting such informa¬ 
tion or requesting a hearing, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
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and law raised by the application which 
he desires to controvert. 

[seal] Orval L. DtjBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 62-12154; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Wage and Hour Division 

CERTIFICATES AUTHORIZING EM¬ 
PLOYMENT OF LEARNERS AT SPE¬ 
CIAL MINIMUM RATES 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 14 of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060, as amended, 
29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.), and Administra¬ 
tive Order No. 561 (27 F.R. 4001) the 
firms listed in this notice have been 
issued special certificates authorizing the 
employment of learners at hourly wage 
rates lower than the minimum wage 
rates otherwise applicable under section 
6 of the Act. The effective and expira¬ 
tion dates, occupations, wage rates, num¬ 
ber or proportion of learners, learning 
periods, and the principal product man¬ 
ufactured by the employer for certifi¬ 
cates issued under general learner regu¬ 
lations (29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9) are as 
indicated below. Conditions provided 
in certificates issued under the supple¬ 
mental industry regulations cited in the 
captions below are as established in those 
regulations. 

Apparel Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.20 to 522.25, as amended). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued authorizing the employment of 
10 percent of the total number of fac¬ 
tory production workers for normal 
labor turnover purposes. The effective 
and expiration dates are indicated. 

Alabama Textile Products Corp., Andalusia, 
Ala.; effective 12-1-62 to 11-30-63 (men’s 
dress and sport shirts, and work pants). 

Alabama Textile Products Corp., Troy, Ala.; 
effective 12-1-62 to 11-30-63 (men’s dress 
shirts). 

The Andala Co., Coffee Street, Andalusia, 
Ala.; effective 12-1-62 to 11-30-63 (men’s 
work shirts and pants). 

Anthracite Shirt Co., 1 South Franklin 
Street, Shamokin, Pa.; effective 12-1-62 to 
11-30-63 (men’s and boys’ dress and sport 
shirts). 

Blue Bell, Inc., Luray, Va.; effective 12-1- 
62 to 11-30-63 (men’s and boys’ dungarees). 

Champ Trouser Co., Inc., Winfield, Ala.; 
effective 11-21-62 to 11-20-63 (men's, stu¬ 
dents’ and boys’ dress slacks). 

Cowden Manufacturing Co., 112 Hamilton 
Avenue, Lancaster, Ky.; effective 11-28-62 to 
11-27-63 (overalls and work jackets). 

D. & D. Shirt Co., 1801 Newport Avenue, 
Northampton, Pa.; effective 11-20-62 to 11- 
19-63 (men’s dress and army shirts, and 
ladies’ shirt waist blouses). 

Duti-Duds, Inc., 300 Monticello Avenue, 
Lynchburg, Va.; effective 12-2-62 to 12-1-63 
(women’s cotton, nylon and dacron uniforms 
for maids and nurses). 

Florence Manufacturing Co., Inc., 1104 
Chase Avenue, Florence, S.C.; effective 11- 
29-62 to 11-28-63 (ladies’ dresses). 

Gattman Sportswear, Inc., Gattman, Miss.; 
effective 11-27-62 to 11-26-63 (men’s dress 
slacks). 
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NOTICES 


Hartsville Manufacturing Co., Inc., Harts- 
ville, S.C.; effective 11-26-62 to 11-25-63 
(ladies’ dresses). 

The Jay Garment Co., Portland, Ind.; ef¬ 
fective 12-1-62 to 11-30-63 (men’s cotton 
work clothing). 

Phillips-Van Heusen Corp., Brinkley, Ark.; 
effective 12-2-62 to 12-1-63 (dress shirts). 

Pittston Apparel Co., East and Tompkins 
Streets, Pittston, Pa.; effective 12-8-62 to 
12-7-63 (girdles and brassieres). 

Pollack Bros., Inc., 315 East Wallace Street, 
Fort Wayne, Ind.; effective 11-26-62 to 11- 
25-63 (dresses). 

Rowland Manufacturing Co., Rowland, 
N.C.; effective 11-26-62 to 11-25-63 (men’s 
shirts). 

Shane Manufacturing Co., 1500 West 
Franklin Street, Evansville, Ind.; effective 
12-9-62 to 12-8-63 (young boys’ winter 
clothing—pants, shirts, and jackets). 

Spring City Manufacturing Co., Spring 
City, Tenn.; effective 11-20-62 to 11-19—63 
(men’s and boys’ pajamas). 

States Nitewear Manufacturing Co., Inc., 
Healy and Bates Streets, New Bedford, Mass.; 
effective 12-1-62 to 11-30-63 (ladies’ night¬ 
gowns and pajamas). 

Troy Textiles, Inc., Troy, Ala.; effective 

11- 24-62 to 11-23-63 (men’s sport shorts). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued for normal labor turnover pur¬ 
poses. The effective and expiration 
dates and the number of learners au¬ 
thorized are indicated. 

Blue Bell, Inc., Warsaw, Ind.; effective 

12- 9-62 to 12-8-63; 10 learners (men’s and 
boys’ dungarees). 

Blue Bell, Inc., Mount Jackson, Va.; ef¬ 
fective 12-1-62 to 11-30-63; 10 learners 

(men’s and boys’ dungarees). 

Carol Ann Apparel Corp., Municipal Build¬ 
ing, Hastings, Pa.; effective 11-26-62 to 11- 
25-63; 10 learners (women’s dresses). 

Chester Shirt Corp., Chester, S.C.; effec¬ 
tive 11-21-62 to 11-20-63; 10 learners (men’s 
dress shirts). 

Gloucester Pants Co., Inc., 377 Main Street, 
Gloucester, Mass.; effective 12-1-62 to 11-30- 
63; 10 learners (men’s and boys* trousers). 

The Jay Garment Co., Brookville, Ind.; ef¬ 
fective 12-1-62 to 11-30-63; 10 learners 

(children’s overalls and boys’ pants). 

The Murray Corp., 109 North Chestnut 
Street, Mount Olive, N.C.; effective 11-23-62 
to 11-22-63; 10 learners (men’s and women’s 
all-weather raincoats). 

I. Taitel and Son, 111 West Cherry Street, 
Scottsburg, Ind.; effective 11-21-62 to 11- 
20-63; 10 learners (cotton outerwear jackets). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued for plant expansion purposes. The 
effective and expiration dates and the 
number of learners authorized are 
indicated. 


Chatom Manufacturing Co., Inc., Chatom, 
Ala.; effective 11-23-62 to 5-22-63; 10 learners 
(men’s and boys’ pajamas). 

Gloucester Pants Co., Inc., 377 Main 
Street, Gloucester, Mass.; effective 11-21-62 
to 5-20-63; five learners (men’s and boys’ 
trousers). 

Grifton Clothing Co., Highway 118 East, 
Grifton, N.C.; effective 11-21-62 to 5-20-63; 
15 learners (boys’ pants and men’s and girls* 
parkas). 

Lady Salisbury Classics, Inc., Jenkins Lane, 
Salisbury, Md.; effective 11-20-62 to 5-19-63; 
25 learners (children’s blouses). 

McColl Manufacturing Co., McColl, S.C.; 
effective 11-19-62 to 5-18-63; 40 learners 
(ladies’ cotton dresses). 

Newport Manufacturing Co., Inc., Newport, 
N.C.; effective 11-28-62 to 5-27-63; 24 

learners (men’s sport shirts). 

Prepmore Appard, Inc., Russellville, Ala.; 
effective 11-26-62 to 5-25-63; 75 learners 
(boys’ shirts). 

Reidbord Bros. Co., Livingston Street, El¬ 
kins, W. Va.; effective 11-23-62 to 5-22-63; 
30 learners (men’s trousers and shirts). 

Rowland Manufacturing Co., Rowland, 
N.C.; effective 11-26-62 to 4-25-63; 70 

learners (men’s shirts) (supplemental certi¬ 
ficate) . 

Hosiery Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.40 to 522.43, as amended). 

Francis-Louise Full Fashion Mills, Inc., 
West Connelly Street, Valdese, N.C.; effec¬ 
tive 11-28-62 to 11-27-63; 5 percent of the 
total number of factory production workers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (full- 
fashioned and seamless). 

Wigwam Mills, Inc., Sheboygan, Wis.; 
effective 12-5-62 to 12-4-63; 5 percent of the 
total number of factory production workers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (seam¬ 
less knit caps and slipperettes). 

Knitted Wear Industry Learner Regu¬ 
lations (29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as 
amended, and 29 CFR 522.30 to 522.35, 
as amended). 

Brookfield Mills, Inc., 206 North Elm Ave¬ 
nue, Sanford, Fla.; effective 11-19-62 to 5- 
18-63; 20 learners for plant expansion pur¬ 
poses (ladies’ swimwear). 

R-S Underwear Co., Route 309, Coopers- 
burg, Pa.; effective 11-21-62 to 11-20-63; 
four learners for normal labor turnover pur¬ 
poses (men’s under shorts). 

Each learner certificate has been is¬ 
sued upon the representations of the em¬ 
ployers which, among other things, were 
that employment of learners at special 
minimum rates is necessary in order to 
prevent curtailment of opportunities for 


employment, and that experienced work¬ 
ers for the learner occupations are not 
available. Any person aggrieved by the 
issuance of any of these certificates may 
seek a review or reconsideration thereof 
within fifteen days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of 29 CFR 522.9 
The certificates may be annulled or with¬ 
drawn, as indicated therein, in the man¬ 
ner provided in 29 CFR, Part 528. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 30th 
day of November 1962. 

Robert G. Gronewald, 
Authorized Representative 
of the Administrator, 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12152; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962* 
8:45 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION 
FOR RELIEF 

December 5, 1962. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 38064: Bituminous coal to 
Baileytown, Ind. Filed by Illinois 
Freight Association, Agent (No. 184),for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on bi¬ 
tuminous coal, in carloads, as described 
in the application, subject to minimum 
shipment of 1,000 tons of 2,000 pounds, 
from mine origins in Illinois on the 
B&ORR and C&EIRR to Baileytown, Ind. 

Grounds for relief: Intrastate and 
carrier competition. 

Tariffs: Supplement 62 to Illinois 
Freight Association tariff I.C.C. 966, and 
supplement 65 to The Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company’s tariff I.C.C. 
3179. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-12163; Filed, Dec. 7, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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